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In printing the papers read before the late meeting of 
the Utah Bar Association, in our last issue, that of Justice 
H. W. Smith, on: “A System of State Revenue by Indi- 
rect Taxation,” and that of Clesson S. Kinney on “Con- 
stitutional Provisions Relative to Water and Water 
Rights,” were both given under the first named title, the 
subject of the latter and the name of its author being 
omitted. This resulted in making it appear that the 
paper of Justice Smith treated both topics, and in depriv- 
ing Mr. Kinney of the credit justly due his excellent 
address. We regret the circumstance, not only because 
of the personal oversight of Mr. Kinney, but for the 
stronger reason that the important subject he so ably 
discussed was not brought prominently to the attention 
of our readers as we wished. Justice Smith’s paper closed 
with the final complete paragraph in the first column on 
page 202, and the title of Mr. Kinney’s address should 
appear immediately thereafter, heading the paragraph 
which begins at the foot of the column named. 





The series of articles upon the single tax doctrine, be- 
gun in these columms in our April issue, is continued in 
this number and will be brought to a close in July. 
There is no doubt that the wide attention they have al- 
ready attracted will be increased with the appearance oi 
the concluding parts, and while we cannot open our pages 
to a protracted contention upon this question, which is 
only relatively within the province of this journal, we 
cheerfully give liberal space in the present number to 
some correspondence combating the position of the writer 
of the articles named which the initial part has generated. 





No arm of the Government touches every human in- 
terest so closely, and no department discharges its duty 
with equal respect to the rights of all as does the judiciary. 





————— 
REVERSING THE PRECEDENTS OF A cpy,. 
TURY. 





The late decision of the Supreme Court of the Uniteg 
States in the Income Tax cases, wherein the law under 
which they arose was declared unconstitutional, js fe. 
markable for several reasons. 

In the first place, and of primal importance to the law. 
yer, this decision in that it intimates, if indeed it does not 
directly su state, that no income tax which is not laid ae. 
cording to the rule of apportionment is valid, reverses the 
theory of constitutional construction established by the 
court in no less than five noted cases and upon the faith 
of which two income tax laws were passed by Congress, 
In other words, upon the point stated, a new precedent 
has been established. And it was established by a bare 
majority, one of which, Justice Shiras, had, on the orig- 
inal hearing, voted to uphold the law. Whether this view 
will stand the test of judicial inquiry, sure to be centered 
upon it in due time and form, may be a debatable ques- 
tion. But it is a fact patent to the most casual observer 
that a single decision, irrespective of its determinations, 
which, by the narowest possible margin, reverses numer- 
ous adjudications, made usually by a unanimous court, 
can have no especial weight, moral or legal, upon future 
litigations. In other words, it is unfortunate, as a matter 
of judicial action, that the determination of the court was 
not reached with greater unity. The judgment under dis- 
cussion settles the particular action before the court, but 
no more. 


A second unusual feature is the fact, mentioned above, 
that one of the Justices reversed his former opinion judi- 
cially expressed but a few weeks before. The cause of this 
change of mind is unquestionably explainable upon cor- 
rect grounds, but it is none the less remarkable—particu- 
larly so, as by this action the decision of the court was 
controlled. Had Justice Shiras retained his original judg- 
ment in the matter, he having .in the first instance up- 
held the constitutionality of the law in litigation, the de- 
cision of the court would have been just contrary to what 
it is. So that it happens that this innovation in our juris- 
prudence depended upon a single Justice who had voted 
two ways on what were supposed to be final judgments 
of the main issue during the consideration of this case. 
This is an additional reason why the decision can hardly 
be expected to possess the pungency and permanence of 
the usual decree of our highest tribunal. 

The dissenting opinion of Justice Harlan, in its sub- 
stance and its delivery, was marked by characteristics 
little else than extraordinary. It is rare that a Justice of 
the august tribunal in which he sits makes a gesture or 
speaks in other than severely judicial tones while deliv- 
ering an opinion. But in the present instance Justice Har- 
lan is reported to have spoken with a dramatic force and 
fervor that was electrical in its influence upon the listen- 
ing lawyers and laymen. In remonstrating against the 
decision of the court he repeatedly turned toward the Chief 
Justice and shook his finger at him when the words he 
spoke became notes of warning that, in his opinion, this 
new view of the Constitution was fraught with danger to 
the future of the country. Never before have the pro- 
ceedings of the Supreme Court been marked by such a 
demonstration; and we venture to express the conviction 
that only the calmest demeanor, only the most sublime 
dignity, should possess the Justices of that. court while 
deliberating or sitting in judgment upon the great con- 
cerns submitted to them. In this way only can it secure 
in full measure the unquestioning reverence which the 
people have, and which it is most essential that they 
should maintain, for the tribunal intrusted with the grave 
duty of judicially arbitrating their differences. 
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With the important business and political phases pre- 
sented by the adjudication discussed it is not our province 
todeal in these columns. They have, therefore, been ig- 
nored at the present moment. But in its relations to these 
interests, as well as because of the legal change it has 
produced, the decision will become historic. 








THE LIABILITY OF CARRIERS. 





In the absence of both contract and statute to the con- 
trary, the liability of a railroad company as a common 
carrier continues until notice to the consignee of the ar- 
tival of his goods, and a reasonable time, during busi- 
ness hours, after receipt of notice, to inspect and remove 
them. unless he is unknown, absent or cannot be found, 
in which case the goods may be stored. 


In making this wise decision as to the extent of the lia- 
bility of common carriers of goods, in the case of the 
Lake Erie and Western Railroad Company v. Hatch (39 
N. E. Rep. 1042), the Supreme Court of Ohio creates the 
law for that State, as the question stated had never be- 
fore been passed upon by that court. In establishiing its 
precedent, the court notices the liberty it has to follow 
that line of decisions which, in its opinion, will best meet 
the wants of the present course of business. Prefacing its 
argument that the Court of Common Pleas found as a 
fact that it has always been the custom of the defendant 
below to give notice of the arrival of goods, and that it 
deems that this is the general, if not the universal, custom, 
the opinion thus proceeds: Consignments arrive daily, 
and at all hours, both day and night, often hundreds to as 
many consignees in a single day, and to require all to be 
on the lookout and make inquiry of the agent would be 
impracticable and would seriously retard business. The 
custom of sending notice to the consignee sprung out of 
the necessity of business, and is for the benefit and con- 
venience of both parties. The railroads established this 
custom, the public acquiesced therein, and the law adapts 
itself thereto. As, therefore, the present course of busi- 
ness is to give notice to the consignee of the arrival of 
his goods, it follows, as a necessary sequence, that the car- 
rier must hold and care for the goods until the consignee 
has reasonable time after receipt of notice to inspect and 
remove them. 

But, as is suggested above, there is a conflict of au- 
thority in this matter, some States holding that the 
liability of the carrier ends upon the arrival of the goods 
and unloading them upon a platform or placing them in a 
warehouse. The most satisfactory doctrine, however, is 
that announced in the syllabus of the case named, and 
made the initial paragraph of this note. A list of the 
States not requiring notice to be sent to the consignee 
will be found in 2 Am, and Eng. Enc. Law, 892, with 
citation of cases, and a list of the States requiring such 
notice is found on page 893 of the same volume, with like 
citations. 








THE TROLLEY AND THE LAW. 





Is the electric street railway an ordinary use of the 
streets ? 

This is one of the main questions considered and 
determined by the Supreme Court of Tennessee,.in the 
case of the Cumberland Telegraph & Telephone Co. v. 
United States Electric Ry. Co. (39 S. W., Rep. 104), and 
i these days of multiplying trolley lines, is a question of 
potent interest. The Court forcefully argues that there 
can be no substantial distinction between an ordinary and 
astrictly legitimate use of the streets; and says that with 
fafe unanimity the courts have concurred in holding that 
an electric street railway, operated by means of an over- 





head trolley wire, supported by poles, with permission of 
the public authorities, for the transportation of passengers 
only, and conforming its track to the surface of the 
ground, is not an additional servitude upon the fee, but 
a legitimate use of the streets, within the original general 
purpose of their dedication. Streets were designed to 
afford facilities for the intercommunication of the multi- 
tudes of people assembled within cities and towns. New 
and improved methods of travel, devised to meet the 
growing demands of increased population and suburban 
life, are within the original general purpose for which 
streets were created. Electric street railways, constructed 
and operated as stated, are but a modern and improved 
use of the streets as public ways, affording without consid- 
erable public inconvenience or obstruction of other proper 
use of the streets the facilities for cheap, rapid, cleanly 
and convenient transportation, so essential to the popu- 
lation of large cities and their suburban additions. The 
growth and extension of cities must have been contem- 
plated when the streets were established. Such use of the 
streets, whether new or old, as would best accommodate 
the increased population must have been likewise con- 
templated. The objections urged against the electric 
railway would exclude the horse car and cable car, 
and the result would be to magnify the abutters’ insignifi- 
cant interest in the fee into an importance and value 
never contemplated by either party, and to subject the 
public to the burden and inconvenience of making new 
condemnations of the fee upon the introduction of any 
new and improved method of using the streets. 

The Court, with two justices dissenting upon this 
point, holds the electric street railway a legitimate use of 
the streets within the original general purpose of dedi- 
cation, and, therefore, an ordinary use. It does not, how- 
ever, hold, and it expressly states that it must not be 
understood as holding, that the electric railway companies 
nay, without making compensation, ,accompany ‘such 
ordinary use of the streets with such extraordinary inci- 
dents as impose new or additional burdens upon proper- 
ties outside the streets that were not and could not have 
been contemplated and compensated for in the original 
taking. All of which is eminently satisfactory. 








COVENANT TO ARBITRATE IN INSURANCE 
POLICIES. 





A general covenant in a policy of insurance to sub- 
mit every matter in dispute to arbitration is held to be no 
bar to a suit for damages, and to be invalid as an at- 
tenipt to oust the courts of their jurisdiction. But an 
agreement which provides for the Wetermination of 
amounts or values is lawful, and may be made a condi- 
tion precedent to the right of recovery, either in terms 
or by necessary implication. Such agreements do not 
oust the courts of their jurisdiction, and where the con- 
tract is that no suit shall be maintained until an award 
is made fixing the amount of the claim, the contract will 
be respected by the courts. In other words, where the 
parties, in their contract, fix on a certain mode by which 
the amount to be paid shall be ascertained, the party 
that seeks an enforcement of the agreemnt must show 
that he has done everything on his part which could be 
done to carry it into effect. He ‘cannot compel the 
the payment of the amount claimed unless he shall pro- 
cure the kind of evidence required by the contract, or 
show that by time or accident he is unable to’do so. 
Wherever a policyholder who brings suit can show that 
the disagreement has been brought about by the instru- 
mentality of the company, for the purpose of preventing 
an award, or that the company has been acting m bad 
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faith, or interposing obstacles, so that no award can be 
had, he will have a right to resort to his action. 

Proceeding along these sound lines, the Supreme 
Court of Illinois, in Niagara Fire Ins. Co. .v. Bishop 
(39 N. , Rep. 1102), determines that where a policy of 
insurance provides that the amount of loss shall be de- 
termined by arbitration,, the refusal to hold, in an action 
for loss, that the insured cannot compel payment unless 
the arbitration has been had, or has been abandoned by 
agreement, or prevented by the insurer, is harmless error 
where the evidence shows and the Court finds that the 
insurer did prevent the arbitration. 








AIDER BY VERDICT. 





The rule by which a court of appellate jurisdiction 
is to test the sufficiency of a complaint when challenged 
for the first time after verdict and judgment was recently 
discussed and determined by the Appellate Court of In- 
diana, in the case of Harter et al. v. Parsons (40 N. E. 
Rep. 157). In amplifying its statement of the proposition 
before it the Court said: Of course such assignments of 
error question the sufficiency of the facts alleged to con- 
stitute a cause of action, not as we find them in the com- 
plaint as originally filed, but after they have been 
strengthened by all the curative virtues of a verdict, and 
when they are aided by the presumptions which are right- 
fully to be inferred by this court in favor of the correct- 
ness of the rulings and decisions of the trial court. It 
has been held in a number of cases that, when the suf- 
ficiency of a complaint is challenged for the first time by 
an assignment of error in the appellate court, many 
omitted facts will be deemed to have been supplied by 
the evidence, and the complaint held to be sufficient. 

Expressly stating that it is unwilling to say that the 
doctrine of intendment after verdict should be carried to 
the extent of holding that any material fact omitted from 
a complaint will be assumed to have been supplied by the 
evidence, the Court distinctly affirms that a complaint 
which is insufficient to withstand a demurrer, because of 
a defective or imperfect averment, only, of a fact, will be 
cured by a verdict upon the assumption that every fact 
alleged in a complaint, and such other facts, not alleged, 
but which are naturally to be inferred from those alleged, 
being the basis for the introduction of evidence, have 
been proven. The particular thing which is presumed 
to have been proved must always be such as can be im- 
plied from the allegations on the record by a fair and 
reasonable intendment. But where a material fact is 
lacking the pleading is not cured by the verdict. 

A complaint is vulnerable to attack, because fatally 
defective, when a fact necessary to the statement of a 
cause of action is missing therefrom. There must be 2 
sufficient complaint, or there is no foundation for a judg- 
ment; and where there is a necessary fact lacking, it is 
incurably bad, and a verdict will not cure it. Indefinite- 
ness and uncertainty in a complaint, however, are not 
cause for demurrer, hence it follows that that question 
cannot well be urged in testing the sufficiency of a com- 
plaint when first challenged by an assignment of error in 
the appellate court. The usual remedy for indefinite- 
ness and uncertainty is by a motion to make more specific. 








There is nothing in the law of mortgages, nor in the 
law that covers what are sometimes designated as trust 
deeds in the nature of mortgages, which prevents the 
conferring by the grantor or mortgagor ini such instru- 
ment of the power to sell the premises described therein 
upon default in payment of the debt secured by it, and, if 
the sale is conducted in accordance with the terms of the 
power, the title to the premises granted by way of se- 





. ae 
curity passes to the purchaser upon its consummation 
by a conveyance. The power of sale in the indenture, 
whatever name it may be called, does not change its 
character as an instrument for the security of the indebted. 
ness designated, but it is an additional authority to the 
grantee or mortgagee, and, if he does not choose to fore. 
close the mortgage by any of the ordinary methods pro. 
vided by law, he can proceed under the power added 
for the sale of the property to obtain payment of the in. 
debtedness. The insertion of a power of sale does not af. 
fect the mortgagor’s right to redeem so long as the 
power remains unexecuted and the mortgage is not, as 
it may be, foreclosed in the ordinary manner; but when 
a sale is made of the interest of the mortgagor his right 
is wholly divested, embracing his equity of redemption, 

This clear statement of the authority imparted by a 
power of sale in an indenture is the epitome of one of 
the central points in the opinion of the Supreme Cour 
of the United States in the case of Bell Silver and Cop. 
per Min. Co. et al. v. First National Bank of Butte et al, 
(15 Sup. Ct. Rep. 440), an opinion of unusual merit. 

As to the practicality of power of sale mortgages, 
Leonard A. Jones, in his careful and scientific work on 
“Mortgages,” says: “The delay and expense incident to a 
foreclosure and sale in equity have brought power of 
sale mortgages and trust deeds into general favor both in 
England and America, and, although their general use 
is now confined to a part only of our States, the same in- 
fluences which have already led to their partial adoption 
and use are likely to lead to their general use everywhere 
at an early day. * * * A power of sale, whether 
vested in the creditor himself or in a trustee, affords a 
prompt and effectual security.” 





Where a corporation voluntarily employs a physician 
for its injured employes, it is only bound to exercise rea. 
sonable care in selecting a competent person, and is not 
liable for the physician’s negligence or tortuous acts while 
attending the employe. 

In arriving at this proper conclusion, the Supreme 
Court of Indiana, in the late case of Pittsburg, C.. C. & 
St. L. Ry. Co. v. Sullivan (40 N. E. Rep. 138), argues 
that the appellant having voluntarily assumed the duty 
to provide a physician, and tender to its injured or sick 
employes his services, which they were free to reject or 
accept, that its liability is limited as stated. In other 
words, the appellant would be liable only, if at all, for its 
negligence in the employment, in the first instance, of 
an incompetent person. A corporation which so as 
sumes to so provide a physician is only bound to exer- 
cise reasonable care and diligence, and is not required 
to select a physician of the highest skill and longest ex- 
perience in the practice of medicine. If it exercised this 
required care and diligence, its duty terminated, and it 
is not liable for the subsequent malpractice or wrongs of 
the physician, committed in or about the treatment of its 
servants. This principle of law is firmly settled by the 
adjudications of the courts of many States and of the 
Federal tribunals. After citing a goodly list of well- 
recognized authorities the Court applied the principles 
presented to the particular question before it, and de 
termined that there being no general obligation resting 
on a railroad company to provide medical aid for its in- 
jured servants, a complaint against a railroad by a set 
vant, which sets out the circumstances of an accident to 
plaintiff, and of the alleged malpractice by the physician 
called by the defendant, without alleging that the phj- 
sician was employed by defendant to discharge any COM 
tractual duties which it owed plaintiff, or that defendant 
was negligent in selecting the- physician, is insufficient 0 
constitute a cause of action. 
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The warrants of a municipal corporation are not ne- 
gotiable instruments. They do not constitute a new debt, 
or evidence of a new debt, but are only the prescribed 
means devised by law for drawing money ‘from \the 
treasury. This doctrine is well settled, and, too, that a 
purchaser thereof does not take the same discharged of 
any equities existing against the original holder. The 
reason given in some of the best considered cases for 
holding such instruments non-negotiable is that a munici- 
pal corporation has no power, in the absence of an ex- 
press grant, to issue unimpeachable evidence of indebted- 
ness. Vouchers for money due, certificates of indebted- 
ness for services rendered, or for property furnished for 
the uses of a city, orders or drafts drawn by one city of- 
ficer upon another, or any other device of the kind used 
for liquidating the amounts legitimately due to public 
creditors, are, of course, necessary instruments for carry- 
ing on the machinery of municipal administration and 
for anticipating the collection of taxes. But to invest 
such documents with the character and incidents of com- 
mercial paper, so as to render them, in the hands of 
bona fide holders, absolute obligations to pay, however 
irregularly or fraudulently issued, is an abuse of their 
true character and purpose. It has the effect of convert- 
ing a municipality into a trading company, and puts it 
in the power of corrupt officials to involve a political 
community in irretrievable bankruptcy. No such power 
ought to exist, and unless conferred by statute no such 
power does legally exist. 

In this strong manner the Supreme Court of Ne- 
braska, in the case of State ex-rel. First National Bank 
of York v. Cook, Treasurer (61 N. W. Rep. 693), lays 
down the sound rule as to the negotiability of municipal 
warrants. 





A member of a fraternal beneficial order has the 
right, apart from statutes and the laws of the associa- 
tion, to name or change a beneficiary. In so doing he 
simply exercises an equitable right to declare a revocable 
trust in favor of any one he chooses in respect of a sum 
of money which the association has promised to pay. 
The cestui que trustent, if they can be said to have a 
right during the life of a member, claim only through 
him, and have no immediate relation with the company. 
The laws of the company, so far as they recognize this 
right of the member, are only declaratory; and neither 
they nor the certificate, naming the beneficiaries, make 
a subsidiary contract with the latter. If a statute creates 
a direct obligation between the company and the bene- 
ficiaries, it is not to be taken to affect the terms of the 
liability. It regulates procedure, and enforces the com- 
pany’s authority to discharge itself by paying them. It 
may give them a lien on the funds of the company, but 
the conditions on which they are entitled to claim as 
beneficiaries are not touched. The company still owes 
but one sum, and is left indifferent between claimants, 
being subject to but one liability, although it may be in 
doubt, on grounds of fact or law, or both, to whom it 
ought to pay. 

In this manner the Supreme Judicial Court of 
Massachusetts, in the case of Supreme Commandery 
United Order of the Golden Cross of the World v. Mer- 
rick et al. (40 N. E. Rep. 183), reasons of the nature of 
the liability of mutual benefit associations, and points 
out the extent and character of the rights of members on 
the point mentioned. 





When a person enters into a contract with a corpo- 
ration, through its agents or officers, fairly and in good 
faith, there can, under no circumstances, any liability 








attach to such agents or officers in respect to the con- 
tract, unless so stipulated. Im such case the person gets 
just what he bargained for—a liability against or a con 
tract with a corporation alone. But torts or wrongs of 
a corporation, through its agents or officers, are gov- 
erned by an entirely different principle of law. If the 
agent of a corporation or of an individual commits a 
tort, the agent is clearly liable for the same; and it mat- 
ters not what liability may attach to the principal for the 
tort, the agent must respond in damages, if called upon 
to do so. This principle is absolutely without excep- 
tion, is founded upon the soundest legal analogies, and 
the wisest public policy. It is sanctioned by both reason 
and justice, and commends itself to every enlightened 
conscience. To permit an agent of a corporation, in 
carrying on its business, to inflict wrong and injuries 
upon others, and then shield himself from liability be- 
hind his vicarious character, would often both sanction 
and encourage the perpetration of flagrant and wanton 
injuries by agents of insolvent and irresponsible cor- 
porations. It would serve to stimulate the zeal of re- 
sponsible and solvent agents of irresponsible and insol- 
vent corporations in their efforts to repair the shat- 
tered fortunes of their failing principals upon the ruins of 
the rights of others. 

Amply sustained by authority, the Supreme Court 
of Tennessee, in the case of Nunnelly v. Southern Iron 
Co. et al. (29 S. W. Rep. 361), thus succinctly states the 
rules as to the personal responsibility of the officers of 
corporations for their official tortuous acts: 





A person who signs an instrument without reading 
it, when he can read, cannot, in the absence of fraud, de- 
ceit or misrepresentation, avoid the effect of his signature, 
because not informed of the contents of the instrument. 
The same rule would apply to one who cannot read, if he 
neglects to have it read, or to inquire as to its contents, 
This well-settled rule is based upon the sufficient reason 
that in such cases ignorance of the contents of instruments 
is attributable to the party’s own negligence. But the 
rule is otherwise where the execution of an in- 
strument is obtained by a misrepresentation of its 
contents; where the party signed a paper he did not know 
he was signing, and did not really intend to sign. It is 
immaterial, in the latter aspect of the case, that the party 
signing had an opportunity to read the paper, for he may 
have beeh prevented from doing so by the very fact that 
he trusted to the truth of the representation’ made by the 
other party with whom he was dealing. 

This is the clear-cut manner in which the Supreme 
Court of Alabama, in the case of Beck & Pauli Litho- 
graphing Co. v. Houppert et al. (16 So. Rep. 522), reiter- 
ates the wholesome doctrine that a person cannot take 
advantage of his own wrong or negligence. 





No case decided during the present generation has had 
centered upon it such intense public interest, and in its re- 
sults was so radical in its overturning of established can- 
ons of constitutional interpretation, as the late cases 
which involved the constitutionality of the income tax. 
It is therefore a matter of unsurpassed interest to the 
bar to know the line of thought, and the processes of * 
preparation, upon which the cases were constructed, and 
afterwards carried to a triumphant conclusion. This is 
furnished in the interview with Mr. William D. Guthrie, 
which appears in another column. Mr. Guthrie, although 
but thirty-five years of age, was the chief counsel for the 
contestants, and by his ability in the cases named, takes 
a deserved and permanent place in the front rank of 
American practitioners. 








232 THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








LAW. 


Fall text of the Latest Decisions of Appellate and Supreme Courts upon Com- 
mercial, Corporation and Financial matters, and involving Points of Practice 
valuable to Commercial Attorneys. 











SUBROGATION OF SURETY—PAYMENT OF 
DEBI—RELEASE OF SURETY— 
EXTENTION OF TIME. 


EXCHANGE BLDG. & INV. CO. v. BAYLESS et al. 
(Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia.) 


1. B. sold a lot to the E. Co. for part cash, and balance se- 
cured by deed of trust. Subsequently the E. Co. sold the same 
lot to the V. Co. for part cash, the assumption of the former 
deferred payments due B., and a balance secured by deed of 
trust. Upon maturity of the first notes due B., the V. Co. 
was unable to pay them, and, to secure further time, two of 
its officers gave B. their personal notes as additional se- 
surity, which were paid at maturity. Held, that said officers 
were not entitled tob e subrogated to the security of the deed 
of trust held by B. as against the E. Co. 


2. An agreement to give time to the debtor, which reserves 
a right to sue at the request of the sureties, does not release 
the latter. 

‘Appeal from Circuit Court of city of Roanoke. 


Action by the Exchange Building & Investment Company 
against the Virginia Finance Company, William H. Bayless, 
and others. Judgment for defendants, and plaintiff appeals. 
Reversed. 

Watts. Robertson & Roberston and C. B. Moomaw, for ap- 
Dellant. Penn & Cocke and Smith & King, for appellees. 


HARRISON, J. This is an appeal from a decree of the 
Circuit Court of the city of Roanoke in a cause wherein the 
Exchange Building & Investment Company was plaintiff and 
the Virginia Finance Company, William H. Bayless, William 
M. Yager, and others, were defendants. The object of the suit 
‘Was to ascertain the liens on a certain lot in the city of Roanoke, 
determine the priorities, and sell the lot for the satisfaction 
of the plaintiff's debt. The Court, on the 18th day of November, 

» entered a decree declaring that after the payment of 
costs, etc., the defendant W. H. Bayless held the first lien, 
the defendant W. M.. Yager held the second lien, the plaintiff 
the Exchange Building & Investment Company held the third 
lien ,and that the property should be sold, and the proceeds 
applied to the payment of the liens in the order named. From 
this decree the Exchange Building & Investment Company 
Was granted an appeal to this court. 

The record discloses the following facts: On July 2, 1890, 
W. H. Bayless and others sold and conveyed to the Exchange 
Building & Investment Company a parcel of land fronting on 
Campbell street, in the city of Roanoke. A part of the pur- 
chase price was paid in cash, and four notes executed by the 
purchaser for the residue—two notes for $1,666.66, each payable 
in one year, and two for $1,666.66, each payable in two 
years—all executed to William H. Bayless and his associates, 
said Bayless subsequently becoming the owner of all four 
of said notes. Contemporaneously with the conveyance, a 
deed of trust was given on the lot to secure the four purchase- 
money notes already described. Subsequently to this trans- 
action, the Exchange Building & Investment Company sold and 
conveyed this some lot to the Virginia Finance Company, upon 
the following terms: The purchaser, making a cash payment, 
undertaking and agreeing to assume and pay off the four notes 
of $1,666.66 each, executed by the Exchange Building & Invest- 
ment Company to W. H. Bayless and others, and for the residue 
executing two notes to said Exchange Building & Investment 
Company, each for the sum of $2,500, and securing the same 
on said lot by deed of trust. So that, after this latter trans- 
action was consummated, the Virginia Finance Company was 
the owner of the lot in question, subject to two mortgages, the 
first. the four notes of the Exchange Building & Investment 
Company to W. H. Bayless, each for $1,666.66, assumed by it; 
and, second, two notes of its own, each for $2,500, due to the 
Exchange Building & Investment Company. The Virginia Fi- 
nance Company, under its purchase, having assumed payment 
thereof, became the principal debtor as to the four notes se- 
cured in the first mortgage; and the Exchange Building & 
Investment Company became surety for those notes; and this 
relation was recognized and accepted by William H. Bayless, 
the creditor, in his dealing with the parties) When the two 
one-year notes of the Exchange Building & Investment Com- 
pany. to Bayless, for $1,666.66 each, became due, the Virginia 
nance Company was unable to pay them; and, not wishing 
\. 2 property to be sold, William M. Yager, one of the principal 
vi+xkholders in said company, and also one of the directors and 
its beneral manager, sought W. H. Bayless, the creditor, and 
procured from him an extention of time, evidenced by con- 
tract in writing, executed by the Virginia Finance Company, 
recognizing its primary liability to pay the Bayless notes, and, 
in consideration of the extension of time, giving as additional 
security three negotiable notes, aggregating $3,466.64. These 
notes were each indorsed by W. M. Yager & Co. and J. B. 
Levy; W. M. Yager & Co. being W. M. Yager and J. B. Levy, 
and, as before stated, W. M. Yager being stockholder, di- 
rector and general manager of the Virginia Finance Company, 








and J. B. Levy being stockholder, director and president of 
said company. When these three negotiable notes, thus jp. 
dorsed. became due, they were paid by W. M. Yager, one of the 
indorsers. The Exchange Building & Investment Compan 
consented to the extension of time thus given the Virginia 
Finance Company by Bayless, the creditor. 

The first error assigned is that the Circuit Court of Ro. 
anoke. by the decree complained of, subrogated William y 
Yager to the rights of the original creditor, W. H. Bayless, yp. 
der the deed of trust given on the lot to secure Bayless. |p 
considering this question, it must be borne in mind that the 
Exchange Building & Investment Company bore two rela. 
tions to the Virginia Finance Company. The first was that 
of surety for the first mortgage debt of Bayless, assumed by 
the Virginia Finance Company; and the second was that of 
creditor in the second mortgage debt of $5,000; the aggregate 
of these two debts representing the balance due from the 
Virginia Finance Company for the lot, as purchaser from 
the Exchange Building & Investment Company. As a means 
of paying part of this purchase money, the debtor executed 
three negotiable notes, aggregating $3,466.64, indorsed by Yager, 
and delivered them to Bayless, to be applied, when paid, to 
the discharge of that portion of said purchase money held by 
him. The effect of the decree of the Circuit Court is to put 
Yager, when he paid these notes, in a better position than his 
principal’s creditor, the Exchange Building & Investment Com. 
pany. In other words, it gives him a lien on the lot, ahead 
of the remaining purchase money still unpaid and due to the 
vendor of his principal, the Virginia Finance Company. 


A surety who was not originally bound for the debt, but 
who comes in during the prosecution of a remedy for the debt 
against the principal, cannot, by subrogation, obtain a prefer- 
ence over creditors of the principal whose liens attached be- 
fore the surety became bound. As to any such prior interest 
in the property, he must occupy the place of debtor. 2 Brandt 
Sur. §308. The doctrine of subrogation being a doctrine of 
purely equitable origin and nature, its operation is always con- 
trolled by equitable principles. It is, therefore, never enforced 
so as to defeat or interfere with a superior or equal equity of 
third persons, or with the legal right of third persons, growing 
out of an express contract. Pom. Eq. Jur. §1419, and note. To 
give Yager, the voluntary indorser of the Virginia Finance 
Company, a lien on this lot prior in dignity to the Exchange 
Building & Investment Company, the purchase-money creditor 
of said finance company, would be to violate the contract rights 
between the parties; and subrogation is never enforced when 
it would be in the nature of a breach of contract to do so. 

The circumstances of the transaction and the preponderance 
of evidence show that these notes, gotten up at Yager’s in- 
stance. were intended, when paid, to be a discharge of the 
two one-year notes held by Bayless, and that it was not pro- 
posed or intended that the deed of trust should be kept alive 
in favor of Yager, even were that permissible in view of the 
rights of the Exchange Building & Investment Company. 
Yager himself, in his deposition, says the notes were turned 
overto Bayless, “for the purpose of the payment of those two 
notes of the Exchange Building & Investment Company of 
$1,666.66 each.” Yager was the representative and general 
manager of the debtor company, and this mode or paying the 
debt of his company was adopted by him in consideration of 
further time extended his company by Bayless, the creditor. 
As an innocent accommodation indorser for the Virginia Fi- 
nance Company, Yager could not, under the circumstances, 
be subrogated as a lien creditor upon this lot, prior in dignity 
to the lien already resting upon it in favor of the Exchange 
Building & Investment Company. In view of his relations to 
this transaction and to the Virginia Finance,Company, as the 
manager of its affairs, the reasons for his not being thus sub- 
rogated are greatly strengthened. The Court 1s therefore of 
opinion that the Circuit Court erred in subrogating W. M. 
Yager to the rights of Bayless under the deed of trust securing 
the latter’s debt on the lot mentioned in these proceedings. 

It further appears from the record that when the two 
notes, each for $1,666.66, due in two years, and secured to W. 
H. Bayless by deed of trust on this lot, became due, the Vir- 
ginia Finance Company was again unable to meet them; and 
through its general manager, W. M. Yager, a contract bearing 
date Aug. 22, 1892, was secured, reduced to writing, and signed 
by W. H. Bayless, the Virginia Finance Company, J. B. Levy, 
president, and W. M. Yager, whereby, in consideration of cer- 
tain negotiable notes given by the Virginia Finance Com- 
pany, indorsed by W. M. Yager, and delivered to W. H. Bay- 
less as collateral security for his debt, the time for the pay- 
ment of said debt was postponed. This contract was made 
without the knowledge or consent of the Exchange Building & 
Investment Company, which stood in the relation of surety for 
the debt, the payment of ‘which was postponed by the contract 
aforesaid. The Circuit Court held that this contract of Aug. 
22, 1892, released the Exchange Building & Investment Com- 
pany from all personal liability on the said two-year notes of 
$1,666.66 each, but that the said contract did not release the 
lien held by Bayless for their security on the lot. This decree 
is objected to by the appellant, who contends that the contract 
for time released the lien of Bayless, which was prior in time 
on the lot. as well as the personal liability of the appellant 
for said debt. The decree is objected to by the appellee Bay- 
less. because it released the Exchange Building & Investment 
Company from personal liability to him for said debt. 

There is no principle of law better settled than the one 
contended for by the appellant, viz.; that any change of the 





deal 
selli 
as s 
for s 
boar 
stoc! 
ted 

milk 
the 


men 
Mill 
Fro: 
vers 
tria 


’ 


ant, 








adh ——— 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


233 





SE ED 





contract by the principal, however slight, without the consent 
ef the surety, releases the latter from all further liability. 
Extension of time for payment is the most frequent.form which 
the creditor so deals with the principal as to discharge the 
gurel» whenever such indulgence is granted in pursuance 
of a binding legal contract, the surety is at once released from 
pis obligations. 2 Daniel, Neg. Inst. §1312. The same author 
gays: “But this principle on which sureties are released is not 
a mere shadow without substance. It is founded on the re- 
striction of the rights of the sureties by which they are sup- 
to be injured. Therefore, when there is a legal impossi- 
pility of injury, the principle does not apply.” Hence it is 
equally well settled that if, in a contract between the creditor 
and the principal debtor for an extengion or time, all the 
rights and remedies of the surety are reserved unimpaired, 
the surety is not discharged. 2 Brandt, Sur. §376. Daniel, in 
his work on Negotiable Instruments, in giving tne elements or 
drcumstances that must unite in order to constitute an in- 
dulgence which will discharge the surety, states the fifth 
to be as follows: ‘“‘The indulgence must be without reservation 
of remedy. against the surety, for that would reserve the 
suretv’s recourse on the principal.” See, also, 2 Hare & W. 
Lead. Cas. 425, where it is said in Harris v. Brooks: “It fol- 
lows from this reasoning thatan agreement togive time to the 
debtor, which reserves a right to sue at the request of the 
surety, will not be effectual as a defense in an action brought 
against the latter.” Applying these principles to the contract 
of Aug. 22, 1892, it is clear that no right or remedy of the 
Exchange Building & Investment Company, as surety for the 
Virginia Finance Company, has been impaired thereby. On the 
contrary, the creditor W. H. Bayless has with great care and 
particularity reserved to the surety all his rights and reme- 
dies by inserting in the contract a clause in these words: “This 
contract and agreement is made subject to this provision: that 
the Exchange Building & Investment Company may at any 
time require the property to be sold under the deed of trust 
aforesaid, or the collection of the said two notes enforced; and 
nothing herein contained shall operate to impair any right the 
Exchange Building & Investment Company may have to re- 
quire the enforcement of the deed of trust aforesaid, or of 
the collection of the said notes.” The rights and remedies of 
a surety could hardly be reserved in a contract in plainer and 
more unambiguous terms. There was not a right possessed 
by the Exchange Building & Investment Company before this 
contract was made that it did not have with equal force after- 
wards. It reserves the right to proceed immediately, at the 
request of the surety, and therefore cannot be effectual as a 
defense against the liability of said surety. It follows, there- 
fore, that the Circuit Court erred in releasing the Exchange 
Building & Investment Company from its personal liability to 
W. H. Bayless on the two — held by him, and for which 
company was bound as surely. 
© bor the Sevaseing reasons, the Court is of opinion that tne 
decree complained of is erroneous, and must be set aside; and 
this Court will enter such decree as the Circuit Court of the 
city of Roanoke ought to have entered. 





ACTION TO ANNUL CHARTER OF CORPORA- 
TION—NON-USER UNLAWFUL COMBINATION 
IN RESTRAINT OF TRADE. 


THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK V. MILK 
EXCHANGE, LIMITED. 
NEW YORK COURT OF APPEALS. 

A company composed of a large number of local milk 
dealers, incorporated for the avowed purpose of “buying and 
selling milk at wholesale and retail,’ but which only acted as 
as sellers’ agent to find purchasers, charging a commission 
for such services, adopted and acted under a by-law giving the 
board of directors power to fix the price to be paid by the 
stockholders for milk. Held, That such arrangement constitu- 
ted an unlawful combination of dealers to control the price of 
milk, and that the people were entitled to judgment annulling 
the company’s charter. f 

Appeal from Supreme Court, General Term, Fourth Depart- 
ment. 

Action by The People of the State of New York against the 
Milk Exchange, Limited, to annul the defendant’s charter. 
From an order of the General Term (20 N. Y. Supp. 209) re- 
Versing a judiement entered wpon a non-suit and ordering a new 
trial. defendant appeals. 

Alfred Ely, for appellant. 

T. E. Hancock, Attorney-General, for the people. 

Haight, J.—This action was brought to have the defend- 
ant, a domestic corporation, dissolved, its charter vacated, and 
its corporate existence annulled. This relief is sought upon 
two grounds: First, non-user; second, an unlawful and illegal 
combination and conspiracy, made in restraint of trade, to 
limit the supply of milk, and to fix and control the price 
thereof in the city of New York and elsewhere. The defendant 
Was organized on the 2lst day of October, 1882, for the pur- 
Dose. as stated in its certificate of incorporation, of ‘buying and 
Selling of milk at wholesale and retail, the purchase of dairies 
of milk when deemed advisable, and the sale of the same 
to milk dealers.’ The complaint charges that the defendant 
Was not engaged in this business. Upon the trial, at the close 
of the evidence, it was conceded by both counsel for the plain- 
tiff and for the defendant that the question whether the de- 

















fendant had been engaged in buying or selling milk, under the 
evidence, was a question of law for the court, and not for the 
jury. We so understand the evidence. There is no cenflict, 
and we have but to ascertain the meaning and intention of the 
witnesses. 

The plaintiff's chief witness was Woodhull, the secretary 
and treasurer of the defendant. In his testimony he makes use 
of the expression that the exchange “has bought and sold 
milk;” but he then proceeds to state that he is familiar with 
the operations of the Milk Exchange, in buying milk of the 
farmers and selling it to dealers, and then states the manner 
in which the business was conducted. He says: “It is this: A 
farmer brings his dairy into the exchange to be sold. I go out 
and find him a dealer who can use the milk, and write the 
farmer how to mark his milk. I make the collection of the 
dealer and pay it to the farmer, and we guarantee him the col- 
lection.” He further testified that their commission was three 
per cent.; that the milk was never shipped to the exchange, but 
was shipped directly to the dealer; that they sold the milk for 
the farmer at the exchange price, which they guaranteed to col- 
lect and turn over to the farmer, less their commissions. Nu- 
merous witnesses speak of their arrangement made, or at- 
tempted to be made, with the exchange for the sale of milk; 
and in each case it was distinctly stated that the exchange did 
not buy milk; that they merely looked up a dealer who would 
purchase it at the exchange price; and that they guaranteed the 
collection for three per cent. commission. 

We think, therefore, there can be no question as to the 
meaning of the witness Woodhull as to the expression made 
use of by him albove referred to, for he immediately proceeded 
to explain how the milk was purchased and sold; and this 
evidence establishes the fact that the milk was not purchased 
by the exchange, but that it was sold in the manner described 


for the commission stated. The transactions, therefore, consti- 
tuted a commission business, and were not, Strictly speaking, 
the “buying and selling of milk at wholesale and retail.” 
Whether the engaging in a commission business such as we 


have described, is authorized by the defendant’s charter, we do 
not deem it necessary now to determine. It may be that the 
commission business is so closely allied to that of buying and 
selling as to make the former legitimate and permissible under 
the defendant's certificate of incorporation. 

We are thus brought to a consideration of the charge of 
unlawful conspiracy in restraint of trade. We have only called 
attention to the charge of non-user for the purpose of showi 
the precise nature of the business conducted by the defendant 
as bearing wpon the latter question. If the defendant was the 
purchaser of milk or of dairies of milk, it had the right to 
fix the price from time to time that it would pay therefor. If, 
however, it was engaged only in selling of milk upon commis- 
sion, then its duty as a commission merchant, as ordinarily 
understood, was to get as high a price for the seller as could 
be reasonably obtained, and it was no part of its duty to other- 
wise fix the price of milk. It appears that the Milk Exchange, 
when organized, or shortly thereafter, had ninety-odd stock- 
holders, a large majority of whom were milk dealers in the city 
of New York, or creamery or milk commission men doing busi- 
ness in that vicinity; that at the first meeting of the exchange 
after its incorporation the following, among other by-laws, was 
adcpted: “The board of directors shall have the power to make 
and fix the standard or market price at which milk shall be 
purchased by the stockholders of this company, and to declare 
the stock of any and every stockholder herein who purchases 
milk at any other than the price so named by the board for- 
feited, subject to the conditicns set forth in article 3, sections 4 
and 5, of these by-laws. All stock so forfeited by said board of 
directors shall be subject to the orders of the directors, and 
shall be disposed of as they direct.” 

This by-law remained in force for a number of years, and 
until after there was an inivestigation as to the character and 


nature of the defendant’s business, and a report made by a 
committee of the Senate. ‘The by-law was then amended by 
striking 


out that part thereof which authorized the forfeiture 
of the stock of a stockholder who purchased milk at another 
price than that fixed by the exchange. It was again amended 
in April, 1890, ‘but that part thereof which prowided that the 
board of dihectors shall have the power to determine and fix, 
from time to time, the exchange price of milk, was retained. 
Acting tpon these by-laws, the defendant’s board of directors 
have, from time to time, during its corporate existence, fixed 
the price of milk to be paid by dealers, and the prices so fixed 
have largely controlled the market in and about the city of 
New York, and of the milk producing territory contiguous 
thereto. These facts are significant, and we are unable to es- 
cape the conviction that there was a combination on the part of 
the milk dealers and creamery men in and about the city of 
New York to fix and control the price that they should pay for 
milk. Was this lawful? 

In Judd v. Harrington, 139 'N. Y. 105, 34 N. E. 790, certain 
parties who were dealers in sheep and lambs entered into an 
agreement, by its terms organizing an association for the de- 
clared purpose of guarding and protecting their business in- 
terests from loss by unreasonable competition. The agreement 
was ‘to pool their commissions, except such as should be agreed 
to be paid to a butchers’ association, with which they had 
agreed only to sell to the butchers, and the butchers to buy 
only of the dealers belonging to their respective associations. 
It was held that the real nature and purpose of the agreement 
was to suppress competition in an article of food, and to so con- 
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trol the market that they could enhance the price of the 
article. 

In People v. Sheldon, 139 N. Y. 251, 34 N. E. 785, certain coal 
dealers organized a company known as the Lockport Coal Ex- 
change. ‘The object of the organization was to prevent com- 
petition in the price of coal among the retail dealers in that 
city, by constituting the exchange the sole authority to fix the 
price which should be charged by the members for coal sold 
by them. Sheldon and others, members of the exchange, were 
indicted, charged with the offense of doing an act injurious to 
trade or commerce. The trial judge submitted the case to the 
jury upon the ‘theory that if the defendants entered into the 
organization for the purpose of controlling the price of coal 
and managing the ‘business of the sale thereof, so as to prevent 
competition in the price ‘between the members of the exchange, 
the agreement was illegal. Th jury found the defendants 
guilty. It was held that the principle upon which the case was 
submitted to the jury was sanctioned by the authorities. 





ROUGH NOTES. 

An unusual legal proceeding was that adopted by a Columbus 
husband a short time since. He did not agree with his wife, 
but she insisted upon visiting him at his grocery store and con 
ducting herself in such a manner that, according to affidavits 
submitted to the court, her presence had an injurious effect 
upon trade. The husband applied:to the court and secured an 
injunction restraining the wife from “bothering him” and yis. 
iting his store. If husbands and wives sought relief in the 


courts every time that they were “bothered” the number of 
cases involving family disputes would largely increase. 








The Alabama Supreme Court recently considered the novel 
question as to whether the shooting and killing of a neighbor's 


| hog makes the person who does the shooting guilty of stealing 


Andrew, C. J., in delivering the opinion of the court, said: | 


“The question is, was the agreement, in view of what might 
have been done under it, and the fact that it was an agreement, 
the effect of which was to prevent competition among the coal 
dealers, one upon which the law fixes the brand of condemna- 
tion? It has hitherto been an accepted maxim in political 
economy that ‘competition is the life of trade.’ The courts 
have acted upon and adopted this maxim in passing upon the 
validity of agreements, the design of which was to prevent com- 
petition in trade, and have held such agreements to be 
invalid.” Again, he says: “Agreements to prevent competition 
in trade are, in contemplation of law, injurious to trade, be- 
cause they are liable to be injuriously used. The present case 
may be used as an illustration. The price of coal now fixed by 
the exchange may be reasonable in view of the interests, both 
of dealers and consumers, but the organization may not always 
be guided by the principle of absolute justice. * * * If agree- 
ments and combinations to prevent competition in prices are 


or may be hurtful to trade, the only sure remedy is to prohibit | 


all agreen.ents of that character. If the validity of such an 
agreement was made to depend upon actual proof of public 
prejudice or injury, it would be very difficult in any case to 
establish the invalidity, although the moral evidence might be 
very convincing.” 


In Arnot v. Coal Co., 68 N. Y. 558, the Butler Colliery Com- 
pany and the Pittston and Elmira Coal Company were corpora- 
tions engaged in mining and selling coai. For the purpose of 
monopolizing the trade and maintaining a high price for coal, 
the two ccmpanies entered into a contract, by which one agreed 


to take all of the coal which the other should desire to send | 


north of the State line at the regular market price, and agreed 
not to sell coal to any other party to be shipped in ‘that direc- 
tion. It was held that the agreement was entered into for the 
purpose of enhancing the price of coal north of the State line, 
and that it was against public policy and void. Rapallo, J., in 
the opinion, says: ‘““That a combination to effect such a purpose 
is inimical to the interests of the public, and that all contracts 
designed to effect such an end are contrary to public policy, and 
therefore illegal, is too 'well settled by adjudicated cases to be 
questioned at this day.’ See People v. Fisher, 14 Wend. 9; 
Hooker v. Vanderwater, 4 Denio, 349; Stanton v. Allen, 5 Denio, 
434; Bank v. King, 44 N. Y. 87; Leonard vy. Poole, 114 N. Y. 
371, 21. N. E. 707. 


Applying the rule thus established to the evidence under 
consideration, it appears to us that a case is presented in which 
the jury might have found that the combination alluded to was 
inimical to trade and commerce, and, therefore, unlawful. It 
may be claimed that the purpose of the combination was to 
reduce the price of milk, and that it being an article of food, 
such reduction was not against public policy. But the price 
was fixed for the benefit of the dealers, and not the consumers, 
and the logical effect upon the trade of so fixing the price by 
the combination was to paralyze the production and limit the 
supply, and thus leave the dealers in a position to control the 
market, and at their option, to enhance the price to be paid by 
the consumers. This brings the case within the condemnation 
of the authorities to which we have referred. 

It is asserted that this litigation was instituted upon the 
petition of members of the Milk Producers’ Union, and that the 
purpose of that association was to enhance the price of milk. 
This may be, but the action was brought by the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, and the influences that operated upon him to induce his 
prosecution of the defendant are now unimportant. The ques- 
tions for our determination are presented by the pleadings, and 
the parties have the right to have them determined upon the 
merits. If the Milk Producers’ Union is engaged in an unlawful 
business, which is a restraint upon trade and commerce, it may 
be dealt with in another action. 


The order appealed from should be affirmed, and judgment 
ye Anaemia in favor of the plaintiff upon the stipulation, 
w costs. 


‘All concur (Andrews, C. J., and Bartlett, J., on the ground 
of non-user), except Peckham, J., who dissents upon the ground 
that there was proof sufficient of user, and that the action of 


the defendant did not fairly tend to enhance the price of milk 
to the consumer. 


Order affirmed, and judgment accordingly. 





the hog. It was agreed that if the man shot a hog and then 
took possession of it he stole it. The judge before whom the 
case was tried told the jury that if the person who fired the 
shot got near enough to the hog to exercise dominion or con- 
trol over it, he was guilty of larceny. The Supreme Court held 
that the charge was erroneous. It is not enough, apparently, 
for the wrongdoer to stand off and look at the hog, but he must 
try to carry it off before he can be convicted of stealing it. 





A decision of importance to savings banks was made by 
Judge Beekman in the New York Supreme Court last month, 
Accounts are frequently held in savings banks in the name of 
one person “in trust for” another. Checks on those accounts 
are usually as freely paid as on any other, because it is under. 
stood that the trustee, and not the bank, is responsible if the 
money is not used for the purpose for which it is held in trust, 
The case before Judge Beekman had some peculiar features, 
The deposit was first made “in trust for Ellenora H. Decker,” 
and afterward the whole amount was transferred to a new ac- 
count with the same depositor “im trust for Lavinia A. Du 
Bois."" Judge Beekman held that it was an open attempt to 
destrey one trust and create another over the same property 
in favor of another person. The bank knew of the transaction 


- and aided in it, so that it became responsible in an action 


against it by the person for whose benefit the first deposit was 
made. It will be necessary for banks to exercise great care in 
dealing with trust accounts under Judge Beekman’s decision. 





A case of interest and importance, before Judge Donovan 
in Detroit, Mich., recently, involved the question of whether 
employment on an American boat, with headquarters at De- 
troit, made the captain of the vessel a resident of the city, 

In 1880 David Trotter recovered a judgment against 
Jacques Laframboise for about $1,100 and he sued the latter 
in the Wayne Circuit Court to recover the judgment. The lat- 
ter claimed Detroit as his home, whereas Trotter claimed the 
defendant was a resident of Canada. Mr. Laframboise proved 
that for the past twelve years he has been a sailor and has 
worked nearly all the time on Detroit boats. From the fact 
that he was a resident of Detroit he should have been sued 
here, and as over six years has elapsed the indebtedness has 
expired by virtue of the statute of limitations. 

The court held that all the time that Mr. Laframboise was 
on the boats he was a resident of Michigan, although they 
sailed from port to port, so long as Detroit was the head- 
quarters. The jury found a verdict for the defendant. 





A case involving a nice Jegal question in the law of descents 
and inheritance is pending in the Supreme Court at Hartford, 
Ct. In April, 1893, Cherles R. Alsop, Jr., assigned to his sister, 
Lucy C. Alsop, all the interest which he might have in the es 
tate of his aunt, Miss Clara Alsop, who was then alive. In 
the Spring of 1894 the aunt died. Charles was in debt to 
Johnes for $5,000 borrowed money. Johnes sued him for the 
same and factorized his interests in the estate of his aunt, 
Clara Alsop, and recovered judgment, which, with costs, 
amounted to $3,500. Then a demand was made on the,executor 
ef the estate, Charles E. Jackson, to compel him to pay the 
judgment. Miss Lucy C. Alsop, as an interventor, defended, as 
she claimed that cwing to this assignment made in 1893 Charles 
had no claim on the estate. The case is interesting, owing to 
the points of law involved. The principal one is whether an as- 
signment of his expected share in an estiate by a prospective 
heir or legatee, made during the lifetime of the ancestor, is 
good. Judge D. W. Northrop of Hartford and Lawyer Bennett 
of New Haven conduct the case for Johnes, Lawyer Perkins of 
Hartford for Miss Lucy Alsop, and H. E. Burton of Hartford 
for Mr. Jackson. 








A CONVENTION OF COMMERCIAL LAWYERS. 


There will be held in Detroit, Mich., on August 13th, 14th and 
15th a Convention of Commercial Lawyers, Commercial Agenty 
Managers and Credit and Collection Men generally. 

The purpose is mutual acquaintance, a good social time and 
interchange of ideas with sehsenee to business methods. 

All railroads will make reduced rates, and the indications are 
that the attendance will be very large. For further information 


address The Collector and Commercial Lawyer, Detroit, Mich., who 
have the matter in charge. 
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ACCORD AND SATISFACTION. 


Accord and satisfaction cannot ao unless it is pleaded. | 
Niggli v. Foehry, (Sup.) 31 N. Y. Supp. 931. 

Receipt in full is not an accord and satisfaction merely because | 

it reads, ‘‘in full payment. ” Aherns v. United Growers Co., | 

(City Ct. N. Y.) 31. N. Y. Supp. 997. 

ADVERSE POSSESSION. | 

| 

| 


Evidence that there was o epecn understanding in the com- 
munity that land was the property of a certain person, is | 
not sufficient to —— @ title by adverse possession. Me- | 
Inerney v. Beck, (Wash.) 39 Pac. Rep. 130. 

Tax deed valid on its face will give color of title, though it may | 
be defective in form or substance, or be founded on irregu- | 
lar oe Lennig’s Ex’re v. White, (Va.) 20 8. E. 
Rep 

Where hasta of a plea of limitations by defendant is a deed to | 
the land in controversy, it is immaterial what interest the | 
grantor therein possessed. Midkiff v. Stephens, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 29 8. W. Rep. 54. . 


ALTERATION OF INSTRUMENTS. 


| 

Alteration of a note, without the knowledge of the maker, by | 
filling up a blank space in a printed Seem thus increasing | 
the amvunt, avoids it as to the maker. Searles v. Seipp, 
(8. D.) 61 N. W. Rep. 804. 

Erasure by the owner of a deed of the initial ‘‘H,” from the 
name “Thomas H. Brown,” grantee therein, renders the 
deed void. Jones v. Crowley, &. J. Sup.) 30 Atl. Rep. 871. 

Legal effect of an alteration in a deed is a question for the 
court. Same case. 

Where an assignment of a debt, which does not contain any 
— of its payment, contains the clause, ‘I do not, 

owever, guaranty its payment,” the removal of such clause 
by cutting it out is not such a material alteration of the 
assignment, as will avoid it. Prudden v. Nester, (Mich.) 61 
N. W. Rep. 777. 
APPEAL 


Amended statement filed in the circuit court on appeal from a 
justice will not supply a defect arising from the absence of 
—_ in the justice. Barhydtv. Alexander, 1 Mo. App. 

33 


An exception to the judgment is a condition precedent to a re- 
view of the evidence. Persse v. Gaffney, (Colo. App.) 38 
Pac. Rep. 837. 

Appegl does not lie to review a judgment rendered on a case 
stated, and referred to the court, without a reservation in 
the case stated of the right of appeal. iliott v. Montell, 
(Del. Err. & App.) 30 Atl. Rep. 854, 7 Houst. 194. 

Nor from an order denyin reliminary injunction to re- 
strain the collection o: aja dgment until final hearing. 
Fowle v. House, (Oreg.) 39 Pac. Rep. 5. 

Nor from an order refusing to punish a party for contempt. 
Brown v. Brown, (Ky.) 295. W. Rep. 318. 

Nor from order directing dismissal of complaint; but the 

. decision can be reviewed only on appea from the judg- 
ment entered on such order. Metropolitan El. Ry. Co. v. 
Johnston, (Sup.) 32 N. Y. Supp. 49. 
Nor, until final jad ment, from order denying a motion to 
require plaintiff to make his complaint more definite. 
Fladger v. Beckman, (8. C.) 20 8. E. Rep. 790. 
Appeal should be dismissed where it appears on the face of the 
pleadings that the amount in controversy is less than that 
necessary to give the appellate court jurisdiction. Evans v. 
Cleaver, (Ky.) 29 8. W. Rep. 29 
As one who files a cross appest he ‘the right to file a schedule 
additional to a filed by a ry a is beund by the 
record on a dient + heh, Ky.) 298. W. Rep. 22. 
Assignments o pee ‘which do not prod ys grounds of error 
attempted to be assigned, will be overruled. Western Union 
Tel. Co. v. Grigsby, (Tex. ‘Civ. App.) 29 8. W. Rep. 406. 
And, an assignment that the court erred in overruling the 
motion for a new trial is sufficient to bring to the notice 
of the supreme court the grounds of error stated in said 
motion. School Dist. No. 3 in — County v. Western 
Tube Co., (Wyo.) 38 Pac. Rep. 922 

And, an assi gument that a verdict is excessive and contrary 





to evidence, in that plaintiff's negligence contributed to 





Court, on appeal, will determine whether there is any evidence 
to support the findings a it will not weigh the 
evidence. Romona Oolitic Stone Co. v. Tate, (Ind. App.) 39 
N. E. Rep. 529. 

Exception to the admission of evidence should state the ground 
thereof. Sime v. Jones, (8. C.) 20 8. E. Rep. 905. 

Findings of fact by two juries being the same, are entitled to 
weightonappeal. Womackv. Fudicker, (La.) 16 So. Rep. 645. 

General assignment of error to the judgment of the trial court 
does not permit an inquiry, on appeal, into the weight of 
the evidence. Smith v. Wood, (Ind. Sup.) 39 N. E. Rep. 550. 

Improper remarks of counsel to the j jury cannot be reviewed un- 
less they appear in the record. Richardson v. Carbon Hill 
Coal Co., (Wash.) 39 Pac. Rep. 95. 

Mere denial of a motion for new trial, made on the minutes, 
presents no question for review, but an order must be en- 
tered on such motion, and form a part of the papers on ap- 
peal. Jagan v. Goetz, (Com. Pl. NY.) 32 N. Y. Supp. 144, 

Mortgagor cannot question the validity of a judgment against 
him in a suit on the ard’ ty by exceptions to an order of 
sale. Mitchell v. Kinnard, -) 29S. W. Rep. 309. 

Motion for new trial is not a sang” ogo | pre-requisite to an as- 
signment of errors based on the rulings of the trial court in 
giving and refusing instructions, 49 Ill. App. 320 reversed. 
LUinois Cent. R. Co. v. O Keefe, (Ill. Sup.) 39 N. E. Rep. 606. 

On appeal a party cannot file an additio brief, with 
assignments of error, without leave of court. Texas State 
Fair § Dallas Exp’n Ass’n v. Caruthers, (Tex. Civ. App.) 29 
S. W. Rep. 48. 

On appeal from judgment of a justice’s court, the amount in 
controversy, and not the amount of the judgment rendered, 
determines the jurisdiction of appellate court. Grooms v. 
Atascosa County, (Tex. Civ. App.) 29 8S. W. Rep. 73. 

On appeal by joint defendants from a judgment for plaintiff, a 
third defendant, who did not appear in the action, need not 
be served with notice. Essency v. Essency, (Wash.) 38 Pac. 
Rep. 1130. 

There om be no review where the record fails to show service 
of the notice of appeal on the clerk of the lower court, as 
such service is jurisdictional. Hoffman v. Bank of Minot, 
(N. D.) 61 N. W. Rep. 1031. 

And the appeal will be dismissed where the bond on appeal 
is not filed until 14 days after notice given in —_ 
court. Grunewald v. West Coast Grocery Co., (W: 

38 Pac. Rep. 1011. 

Where a cause is removed from one county to another, waited the 
filed in the first county before removal are a 
record in the case. Bell v. Farmville & P. RB. Co., Perve.) 20 
8. E. Rep. 942. 

Where error is brought for a ruling upon “the law and the 
facte” of an issue, the record must show the facts, or the 
ruling cannot be reviewed. Voigt v. Hubertus, (Tex. Civ. 
App.) 29 8. W. Rep. 44. 

Where record contains neither a bill of exceptions nor a motion 
for a new trial, the question of the sufficiency of the evi- 
oo will not be considered. Beatty v. Murray Placer Min, 

, (Mont.) 39 Pac. Rep. 82. 

where ‘the notice of a “peal served on respondent, or a copy of 
it, is not filed in the superior court within five days after its 
service, as required by law, the appeal will be dismissed. 

Ward v. Springfield Fire § Marine Ins. Co., (Wash.) 38 Pac. 
Rep. 998. 


ASSIGNMENT. 


An assignment by a creditor of a part of a debt without the 
78 of the ~ ety is invalid. Sneddenv. Doerffler, (Colo. 


p.) 39 Pac. Rep. 68. 
In doen of contrary ment, the —— * a bond or 
non-negotiable note imports a guaran at the cg 
shall seeskve the fall amount ropes ig — ore . Dia, 

(W. Va.) 20 8. E. Rep. 878. 


ATTACHMENT. 


A valid levy is made under a writ of attachment where the 
sheriff takes actual possession of the property, and an- 
nounces that it is op) 28 by virtue of the writ. Taylor v. 
Evans, (Tex. Civ. Ap . W. Rep. 172. 
Fact that a writ o eteeanent is in the 

sheriff's = 20 — pene au 
thereunder by the she: Same case. 


on of a 
orizes a levy 


ion of the writ 
to levy thereunder. 


Official control as Maps as ; official 
by the sheriff, authorizes 
Same case. 














THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 














Attachment proceedings commenced by several persons as co- 
partners cannot be amended by substituting a corporation 
as plaintiff, although the new plaintiff be composed exclu- 
sively of the original plaintiffs. C. H. Fargo § Co. v. 
Cutshaw, (Ind. App.) 37 N. E. Rep. 532. 

Fact that the word ‘‘out” was omitted in the last clause of an 
attachment bond, so that it read ‘‘for wrongfully suing said 
attachment,” is not fatal to the writ. La Force v. Wear- 
Boogher Dry Goods Co., (Tex. Civ. App.) 29 S. W. Rep. 75. 


BANKS AND BANKING. 


Debtor of a suspended bank, acquiring a check thereon with 
notice of the suspension, cannot set off the amount thereof 
against his debt, though he acquire the check before a re- 
ceiver for the bank is appointed. In re Hamilton, (Oreg.) 
38 Pac. Rep. 1088; Avery v. Ladd, Id. 

In the absence of a prohibitory statute, a commercial bank may 
loan money on real estate —. Bank of Martinez v. 
Hemme Orchard § Land Co., (Cal.) 38 Puc. Rep. 963. 

Where, at time of making an assignment, the insolvent was in- 
debted to a bank which had for collection a note belonging 
to him the bank is entitled to the proceeds of the note as 
against the assignee. Greene v. Jackson Bank, (R. I.) 30 
Atl. Rep. 963. 

CARRIERS. 

It is a reasonable regulation for a carrier operating a direct and 
a circuitous route between two points to require through 
passengers to go by the most direct route. Church v. 
Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co., (S. D.) 60 N. W. Rep. 854. 

It is negligence for a passenger to attempt to alight from a 
moving train, the only reason for doing so being the failure 
of the train to stop at the station. Butler v. St. Paul § D. 
R. Co., (Minn.) 60 N. W. Rep. 1090. 

Law as to unnecessary violence in the expulsion of a person, 
from a train is the same, whether the person is rightfully or 
wrongfully on board. Southern Pac. Co. v. Kennedy, (Tex. 
Civ. App.) 29 S. W. Rep. 394. 

In estimating damages for wrongfal ejection from a street 
car, allowance should not be made for injury to plain- 
tiff’s ‘business or professional reputation. Schmitt v. 
Milwaukee St. Ry. Co., (Wis.) 61 N. W. Rep. 834. 

Railroad company cannot, in defense to an action on a contract, 

rove that, by the contract, its common law liability was 
imited, unless it specifically pleads that provision of the 
contract. Atchison, T. § S. F. Ry. Co. v. Bryan, (Tex. Civ. 

App.) 28 S. W. Rep. 98. 

Where baggage master was removing haggage from a car in the 
ordinary manner, plaintiff, who tripped over his feet, when 
there were 10 feet of the platform unobstructed, cannot re- 
cover damages. Connor v. Concord § M. R. R., (N. H.) 30 
Atl. Rep. 1121. 

Where train is derailed by an animal wounded by a preceding 
train, and left on or near the track, the company is charg- 
able with negligence. Mexican Cent. Ry. Co. v. Lauricella, 
(Tex. Sup.) 28 S. W. Rep. 277. 


CONTRACTS. 
A count which alle merely that plaintiff has been greatly 
injured by defendant’s alleged breach of contract is defec- 

tive. Lathrop v. Visitor Printing Co., (R. I.) 30 Atl. Rep. 964. 

Contract to construct a furnace in a workmanlike manner, held 
to require the furnace to be so constructed as not to expose 
the building to danger from fire, when the furnace was used 
by a person of ordinary prudence in the usual manner. 
Uhlig v. Barnum, (Neb.) 61 N. W. Rep. 749. 

Taking an obligation under seal for a simple contract debt 
merges it in the obligation, and thus extinguishes it. Wil- 
liamson v. Cline, (W. Va.) 20 8S. E. Rep. $17. 

Though want of consideration cannot be shown in defense 
to an action on an obligation under seal, failure of con- 
sideration for such obligation may be shown in West 
Virginia, under Code, c/ 126, $5. Same case. 

Where contract for the carrying on of a business claimed to be 
a partnership is not free from ambiguity, the construction 
put upon it by the parties may be looked to, in determining 
its legal effect. Webster v. Clark, (Fla.) 16 So. Rep. 601. 

CORPORATIONS. i 

By-laws are admissible in evidence to show the scope of author 
ity of corporation officers. Railway Equipment § Pub. Co. 
v. Lincoln Nat. Bank, (Sup.) 31 N. Y. Supp. 44. 

By-law of warehouse company, authorizing an officer to sign 
warehouse receipts, does not authorize him to signa receipt 
for his own goods. Bank of New York Nat'l Banking Ass’n 
v. American Dock § Trust Co., (N. Y. App.) 38 N. E. Rep. 713. 

In suit to ascertain the indebtedness of an insolvent corporation, 
collect the assets, and apply them to pay the debts, the 
corporation represents the stockholders, and there is no 
necessity of pong bey parties. Furnald v. Glenn, (Cir. 
Ct. App.) 64 Fed. Rep. 49. 

It is no defense to an action upon a subscription for stock that 
plaintiff railroad company, in violation of the charter, issued 
preferred stock, or changed a terminus of its line. Russell 
v. Alabama Midland Ry. Co., (Ga.) 20 8. E. Rep. 350. 








Manager is not authorized, by virtue of his office, to condugt 


the company’s finaucial affairs. Railway Equipment 
Co. v. Lincoln Nat. Bank, Supra. Meena $e 


COURTS. 

The meeting of the judge and officers of a court at a place other 
than that provided by law for the holding of such court, ig 
not a court, but a mere collection of officers, whose official 
actsare void. Williams v. Reutzell, (Ark.) 298. W. Rep, 374, 

FEDERAL,—Jurisdiction dependent on the alienage of one of 
the parties cannot be sustained upon the mere description 
of such party, throughout the record, as a “citizen of 
ce — Stuart v. City of Easton, 15 Sup. Ct, 

ep. 268. 
It fe the duty of a circuit court to follow a decision of the 
circuit court of appeals for its own circuit, rather than 
a cont decision of a circuit court in a different 
circuit. Edison Electric Light Co. v. Bloomingdale, (Cir, 
Ct.) 65 Fed. Rep. 212. 
STATE.—Surrogate’s court has no jurisdiction, after a le 


has been paid to the legatee, to determine whether it is a}. 
—s or life. Washbon v. Cope, (N. Y. App.) 39 N. k, 
p. 388. 


Supreme court has no jurisdiction of a writ of error to 4 
ee, not a money judgment, in an action not re. 
ating to a franchise or freehold, or involving a consti- 
tutional question. Baker v. Barton, (Colo. Sup.) 39 

Pac. Rep. 65. 

Property in the hands of an assignee for creditors is not in 
custodia legis. Rothschild v. Nashwick, (Cir. Ct.) 
Fed. Rep. 283. 

Court of civil appeals has no power to issue a writ of man- 
damus requiring a county judge to try a pending cause, 
Fanning County v. Hightorver, (Tex. Civ. App.) 29 8, W, 
Rep. 187. 

DAMAGES. 

In action for personal injuries a doctor may testify as to plain- 
tiff’s condition one year and a half after the accident, 
Block v. Milwaukee St. Ry. Co., (Wis.) 61 N. W. Rep. 1101. 
In such case the doctor may give his opinion as to the 

‘‘reasonable probability” of plaintiff’s ultimate recovery, 

Same case. 

And the physician may also testify that plaintiff's con- 
dition could have been produced by contact with 
an electric wire, there being evidence that plaintiff 
was so injured. Same case. 

On defendant’s failure to move a building pursuant to a con- 
tract with plaintiff for a stipulated sum, plaintiff o Te- 
cover the difference between the contract price and the 
reasonable cost of performance, Anderson v. Nordstrom, 
(Minn.) 61 N. W. Rep. 1132. 

Punitive damages are recoverable where plaintiffs, in an action 
against a street railway company, were injured through 

negligence on the part of defendant’s re 

Eentral Pass. Ry. Co. v. Chatterson, (Ky.) 298. W. Rep. 18. 

Where a remittitur is made part of a verdict, the verdict so 
rendered is the one to be considered in determining whether 
the damages are excessive. Cleveland, C., C. § St. L. Ry. 
Co. v. Beckett, (Ind. App.) 39 N. E. Rep. 429. 

DEED. 

A deed describing a lot as lying on a street conveys title to the 
center of the street. Tin v. Metropolitan El. Ry. Co., 
(Sup.) 30 N. Y. Supp. 1014. 

Certificate by the clerk to ‘the due execution” of a corporate 
deed is sufficient to warrant registration thereof. Heath t. 
Big Falls Cotton Mills, (N. C.) 208. E. Rep. 369. 

Where father executes a deed to his son, but destroys it, with- 
out delivery, and devises the land to another, the deed will 
not operate as a voluntary settlement. Shovers v. Warrick, 
(Ill. Sup.) 38 N. E. Rep. 792. J 

Written descriptions of pene are to be interpreted in the 
light of the facts known to the parties at the time. Hoffman 
v. City of Port Huron, (Mich.) 60 N. W. Rep. 831. 

EMINENT DOMAIN. 

In action for damages caused by grading a street adjacent to 
plaintiff's lot, evidence of what lots in the same locality 
sold for at that time is admissible to show the value of plain- 
tiff’s lot prior to grading the street. Markowitz v. Kansas 
City, (Mo. Sup.) 28 8. W. Rep. 642. : 
Evidence of the cost of the material used in constructing the 

house thereon is admissible to show the value ot the 

property. Same case. ’ 

Injunction will lie to restrain the operation of a steam railway 
on a track in a street, close to plaintiff's lot, without com- 
pensation having been made to him. Knapp, Stout § Co. v. 
St. Louis Transfer Ry. Co., (Mo. Sup.) 28 8. W. Rep. 627. 
Fact that the property owner has received freight on 4 

switch track unlawfully constructed in front of his 

property does not affect his right to have the track re- 
moved. Same case. 

Where different witnesses value the land to be taken at sums 
ranging from $1,120 to $3,300, a judgment for $1,850 will not 
be disturbed. Snodgrass v. City of Chicago, (Ill, Sup.) 38 N. 
E. Rep. 790. 
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Court of equity has P peeey | to allow oyer; so that the docu- 
ments over which oyer is claimed may be set out in a de- 
murrer. Hamilton v. Downer, (Ill. Sup.) 38 N. E. Rep. 733. 
Nor has equity jurisdiction to avoid a will on the ground of 

fraud. Garland v. Smith, (Mo. Sup.) 28 8. W. Rep. 196. 
Nor can this court compel an administrator to account 
to the heirs of his intestate, in the absence of any 
showing why the probate court could not compel 

such acconnt. Dural v. Duval, (Ill. Sup.) 38 N. E. 

Rep. 944. 

But the court has jurisdiction to construe a will, or 
declare any of its provisions invalid, at the suit 
of a legatee, where the executors answer, and 
in terms submit the question of construction to 
os — Dean v. Mumford, (Mich.) 61 N. W. 
Also of an action brought for alimony alone, 

though no divorce or other relief is sought, 
where the wife is separated from the hus 
band without her fault. Cochran v. Cochran, 
(Neb.) 60 N. W. Rep. 942. 

Documents appended to equity — as exhibits are as fully 
a part of the — as if incorporated therein. Kester v. 
Lyon, (W. Va.) 208. E. Rep. 933. 

Purchaser who is in default cannot have the contract rescinded. 
Reddish v. Smith, (Wash.) 38 Pae. Rep. 1003. 

Remainder men are not guilty of laches in not proceeding during 
the continuance of the preceeding estate, to set aside an 
illegal sale. Borders v. Hodges, (Ill. Sup») 39 N. E. Rep. 597. 

Where exceptions are taken to certain parts of a report of a 
commissioner in chancery, the parts not excepted to are ad- 
mitted to be correct. Kester v. Lyon, Supra. 

Errors in the report of such commissioner can be taken ad- 
vantage of only when there are exceptions to the report, 
unless the errors are apparent on the face of the record. 
Same case. 


EVIDENCE. 


A certified copy of a copy of a power of attorney, from the 
records of a county in which the land in suit does not lie, is 
not admissible. Grant v. Hill, (Tex. Civ. App.) 29 8. W. 
Rep. 247. 

Declarations of a vendor, made after the sale, and without the 
presence of the vendee, are inadmissible in evidence as 
against the vendee. Smith v. Dunman, (Tex. Civ. App.) 29 
8. W. Rep 432. 

Evidence of the admission of an independent fact is competent, 
though made during a negotiation tending towards a com- 
promise. Hess v. Van Auken, (Com. Pl. N. Y.) 32 N. Y. 
Supp. 126. 

It is error to charge that it must be proven by defendant that 
its railroad does not extend beyond a certain place, since 
the courte take judicial notice of the termini of railroads. 
Galveston, H. §& 8. 4. Ry. Co. v. Johnson, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
29 S. W. Rep. 428. 

Large ice tongs are not in such common use that the proper 
manner of constructing them is a matter of commom 
knowledge as to preclude expert testimony as to the same. 
Neubauer v. Northern Pac. Ry. Co., (Minn.) 61 N. W. Rep. 912. 

Record of registered ordinances appearing in the regular record 
book of ordioances of a municipality, is primary evidence. 
City of Ruckville v. Merchant, 1 Mo. App. Rep. 84. 

Witness without special knowledge may testify as to the ap- 
proximate height of a stream of water thrown on a building 
from an open street. Vermillion Artesion Well, Electric Light 
Mining, Industrial & Improvement Co. v. City of Vermillion. 
(8. D.) 61 N. W. Rep. 801. 

Writer of a letter cannot be questioned as to statements made 
therein until the letter iteelf,has been put in evidence, if it 
can be produced. Rose v. Otis, (Colo. App.) 39 Pac. Rep. 77. 


EXECUTORS AND ADMINISTRATORS. 


Administrator cannot recover assets of the estate unless he 
shows that it is necessary for the due administration of the 
es ate. Toch v. Toch, (Sup.) 30 N. Y. Supp. 1003. 

It is no defense to an action against an executor on a claim 
aguinst his decedent that the payment of the claim would 
exhaust the assets of the estate. Grubbe v. Grubbe, (Or.) 
38 Pac. Rep. 182. 

Public administrator, not otherwise in default, cannot be re- 
moved for failure to renew his bond, where he offers to renew 
it in nye to the notice served upon him. Jn re Trotter, 
N. C.) 20 8, E. Rep. 443. 

uch officer, for such failure, cannot be removed by the 
clerk of the superior court without notice. State v. Mit- 
chell, (N. C.) 20 8. E. Rep. 386. 

Sale by administrator under an order which does not describe 

= sold, is void. Melton v. Fitch, (Mo. Sup.) 28 8. W. 
p. 612, 





—_— 
EQUITY. And a report of a sale by an administrator after he has been 
An amended bill cannot introduce a different canse of action discharged is void. Same cose. 
from that of the original bill. Bird v. Stout, (W. Va.) 208. | FRAUDULENT CONVEYANCES. 
E. Rep. 852. Inadequacy of price, merely, is not sufficient for the in- 


ference that a sale of roperty was not absolute 
and unconditional. Gelantan Weil (Pa. Sup.) 30 Atl. Rep. 
1000 


Nor is the fact that a chattel mortgage of an insolvent 
debtor covers more property than enough to secure the 
debt, 2 badge of fraud. Davis v. Schwartz, 15 Sup. Ct. 
Re 


Payment by husband of a debt due by him to his wife is not 
per se fraudulent as i his creditors. Lambrecht v. 
Patton, (Mont.) 38 Pac. . 1063. 
Sale is not void because part of the consideration therefor was 
the rescission of a mort on the property which was void 
as against creditors. Goether v. Smith, (Ala.) 16 So. Rep. 534, 
HUSBAND AND WIFE. 


Bond executed by wife as surety for debt of husband, is valid 
as against her se te esiate. Williamson v. Cline, (W. Va.) 

Deed by with at »perty belonging to h te estate, i 

y wife, of pro on er separa’ in 

which she is joined by her a tly is not valid, unless 
acknowledged. Louisville, St. L. § T. Ry. Co. v. Withite, 
(Ky.) 29 8. W. Rep. 326. i 

Husband of a married woman engaged in business as a feme 
sole may act as her — therein. Kirkley v. Lacey, (Del. 
Super.) 30 Atl. Rep. 994, 7 Houst. 213. 

Wife may — her husband her wag oy fact to sign a 


note to secured by mort on her d. Richmond v. 
Vorhees, (Wash.) 38 Pac. Rep. 1014. 
INJUNCTION. 


Order vacating an injunction is a determination that plaintiff 
was not entitled thereto, and authorizes a reference to as- 
certsin the damages sustained by defendant. Harter v. 
Westcott, (City Ct. Bk’l’n.) 32 N. Y. Supp. 111. 

Service of copy of an injunction order is sufficient notice of the 
injunction, without a writ. Fowler v. Beckman, (N. H.) 30 
Atl. Rep. 1117. 

Where complaint alleges defendant’s violation of an injunc- 
tion to refrain from occupying a certain lot of land, it 
is no defense that he. occupied it under a vote of the 
town authorizing him so to do. Same case. 

Where the ownership of a certain fund is in controversy, it is 
proper to preserve such fund by a restraining order until 
the rights of the contestants can be determined. Jones v. 
Jones, (N. C.) 208. E. Rep. 370. 

Will lie at the suit of a county clerk to restrain a from 
apurping his office. Zhlinger v. Rankin, (Tex. Civ. App.) 29 
8S. W. Rep. 240. 

JUDGMENT. 

Confession of judgment which does not contain a concise state- 
ment of the facts out of which the debt arose is voidable at 
the instance of other creditors of the judgment debtor. 
Puget Sound Nat. Bank v. Levy, (Wash.) 39 Pac. Rep. 142. 
And a confession not verified as required by Code Proc. 

§ 419, is void. Same case. 

Statement of indebtedness, for judgment by confession, 
filed and entered of record, is not rendered void by 
failure of the clerk to enter judgment thereon. Trenery 
v. Swan, (Iowa.) 61 N. W. Rep. 947. 

Jadgment in an action is not conclusive on the parties in sub- 
sequent litigation, unless they were adverse ies in the 
former suit. Kollsch v. Mixer, (Ohio Sup.) 39 N. E. Rep. 417. 

Judgment may be reformed by the court, upon its own motion, 
at any time before the adjournment of the term at which it 
is rendered. Barton v. American Nat. Bank, (Tex. Civ. App.) 
29 8S. W. Rep. 210. 


MORTGAGES. od aia 

A complaint seeking a foreclose a mortgage may to a copy 
of the =martenge attached to and made a part of it, for bs ~ 
scription of the premises. Krathwohl v. Dawson, (Ind. Sup.) 
39 N. E, Rep. 496. 

Deed absolute in terms, given as security for the payment of 
——? a mortgage. Dunton v. McCook, (Iowa) 61 N. W. 

ep. 977. 
Fact that such a deed ——— pat covenant ~ A paemee het 
ay a mortgage on the not prevent proof that 
hs inetenmnaals was in facta . Same case. 

Deed of trast executed to secure bonds does not become opera- 
tive ontil the bonds have been negotiated, as there is no 
debt in existence until thea. Wadev. Donan Brewing Co., 
( Wash.) 38 Pac. Rep. 1009. 

Purchaser of realty cannot prove of am thereon 
solely by the record, the question of merger being one of in- 
tent. Chase v. Van Meter, (Ind. Sup.) 39 N. E. Rep. 455. 
Merger does not result when the acquires, in ad- 

dition to his mortgage title, an incomple equitable title 

to the land. Same case. 

Nor can merger result where the additional title ac- 
quired is to only a portion thereof. Same case. 
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Refusal by the mort of a tender of the amount of the mort- 
goge before it is due does not affect the mortgage lien. 
oore v. Kime, (Neb.) 61 N. W. Rep. 736. 
Where trust mortgage and bouds secured thereby contained in- 
consistent provisions, those contained in the bonds will pre- 
vail. Rothschild v. Rio Grande W. Ry. Co., (Sup.) 32 N. Y. 


=er- 37. 
CHA L.—After delivery of a chattel mortgage to the mort- 
gagee, a return of it to the mortgagor for the purpose of 
aving the signature witnessed does not avoid the instru- 
ment. Berlin Mach. Works v. Security Trust Co., (Minn.) 61 


W. Rep. 1131. 
A pre-existing debt is a sufficient consideration for a 
chattel mortgage. Same case. 


If one mortgages chattels to which he has no title, title 
thereto afterwards acquired by him will inure to the 
mortgagee. Watkins v. Crenshaw, 1 Mo. App. Rep. 17. 

Where a mare in foal is conveyed in trust, the trust attaches 
to the foal, although it is not so declared in the deed. 
Latta v. Fowlkes, (Tenn.) 29 8. W. Rep. 124. 

Where part of growing crop is pledged as collateral security 
for the payment of an existing debt, and the debt is 
cancelled, the lien on the crop is extinguished. Gilpen 
v. Leskell, (Kan.) 39 Pac. Rep. 176. 

MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS. 


An ordinance is not entirely void because it happens to contain 

- — rovision. City of Rockville v. Merchant, 1 Mo. 
Pp. rep. o4. 

City cannot prohibit drunkenness, except at such place or under 
such circumstances that it would annoy others. City of St. 
Joseph v. Harris, 1 Mo. App. Rep. 24. 

City may provide that no prosecution for violation of an ordin- 
ance shall be commenced except on complaint of a police of- 
ficer of the city. State v. Robitshek,(Minn.) 61 N. W. Rep. 1023. 

City ordinances may be proved by a book containing a compila- 
tion therefor adopted and used by the city, though the city 
charter provides a different method of proof. City of Bir- 
mingham v. Taylor, (Ala.) 16 So. Rep. 576 

When no particular mode has been prescribed by the legislature, 
any authorized municipal action may be taken by resolu- 
tion as effectively as by ordinance. Brady v. City of Bayonne, 
(N. J. Sup.) 30 Atl. Rep. 968. 

NEGLIGENCE. 


General averment that a child was without fault is sufficient to 
negative the imputed negligence of his custodian. Louisville, 
N. A. § C. Ry. Co. v. Sears, (Ind. App.) 38 N. E. ~y* 837. 

One who, in erecting a division barbed-wire fence, lays the 
wire on the ground without protection, is liable to an 
adjoining land-owner whose stock are injured by the wire. 
Lowe v. Guard, (Ind. App.) 39 N. E. Rep. 428. 

The term “ willfal neglect” applies only to actions for loss of 
life involving punitive damages. Chesapeake § O. Ry. Co. 
v. Yost, (Ky.) 298. W. Rep. 326. 

Twenty-four hours is sufficient time to charge the owner of a 
theatre with notice of a patent defect in the stairs of the 
house. Butcher v. Hyde, (City Ct. Brook.) 30 N.Y.Supp. 1073. 

When several proximate causes contributed to an accident, one 
who is responsible for one of these causes is liable for the 
resulting injuries. Walker v. Missouri, R. § T. Ry. Co.,1 
Mo. App. Rep. 56. 

Where, in an action for injaries, the testimony renders the ques- 
tions of negligence and contributory negligence questions 
of fact, the case should not be withdrawn from the jury. 
Kilkeary v. Thachery, (Pa. Sup.) 30 Atl. Rep. 1013. 


NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 


Acceptance or certification of a bank check does not warrant 
e signatares of the indorsers to be genuine. First Nat. 
Bank v. Northwestern Nat. Bank, (Ill. Sup.) 38 N. E. Rep. 739. 
Bill of exchange for the payment a certain sum, ‘‘ with ex- 
change,” is not negotiable. Culbertson v. Nelson, (Iowa) 61 

N. W. Rep. 854. 
And city warrants are not negotiable. State v. Cook, (Neb.) 

61 N. W. Rep. 693. 

Burden of proof to show that the note in suit was satisfied by 
an assignment of certain property to plaintiff is on defend- 
ant. Oil-Well Supply Co. v. Wolf, (Mo. Sup.) 28 8. W. Rep. 
167, 


Holder of promiisory note taken as security may maintain an 
action thereon. Triplett v. Foster, (N. C.) 208. E. Rep. 475. 
One who executes a note without reading it, cannot avoid 
liability without showing some act amounting to fraud on 
part of the person with whom he dealt. cliffe v. Biles, 
(Ga.) 20 8. E. Rep. 359. 
The words “ value received,” in a bill of exchange do not show 
an intent to make the bill negotiable. Culbertson v. Nelson, 
Supra. 
PARTIES. 
Holder of tax deed is not a necessary party to an action between 
two claimants of the property to quiet title in one of them 
as against the other. Shedd v. Disney, (Ind. Sup.) 38 N, E. 
Rep. 593. 








es 


Omission to join a necessary does not oust the court of 
jurisdiction, but merely invalidates the eo a8 to the 
party omitted. Keyes v. Ellensohn, (Sap.) 30 N. Y. Supp. 1035, 

Where one brings trover for exemptions, the joinder of his 
partner as plaintiff is fatal to the action. v. Raynor 
(Mich.) 60 N. W. Rep. 980. 5 

Where plaintiff sells his claim after beginning the action, the 
purchaser may, in the discretion of the court, be made 4 


party plaintiff, even though, under the Code, the right of 
action was not assignable. Levering v. Smith, (N. C.) 20 g, 
E. Rep. 446. 

PARTNERSHIP. 


One member of a firm has authority to execute a chattel mort. 
gage for the firm, and to acknowledge it before the proper 
officer. Rogers v. Gage, 1 Mo. App. Rep. 21. 

Persons entering into a trade arrangement giving them a com. 
munity of interest in the capital stock engaged in the trade, 
and in the profits resulting therefrom, are partners. Web. 
ster v. Clark, (F la.) 16 So. Rep. 601. 

One who is not in fact a partner cannot, because of havin 
held himself out as such, be held liable on a contract 
made by the partnership with one who had no knowledge 
of the holding out. Same case. 

Where a partner advances his own fands to meet firm obliga. 
tions, he is entitled on an accounting with his co-partners, 
to be credited with interest from the date of the advance. 
ment. Caldron v. Clark, (Iowa) 61 N. W. Rep. 1045. 

On a bill for accounting between partners, the burden of 
proof is on plaintiff to establish the partnership, and 
to show by the accounts that a true balance can be 
stated. Hinkson v. Erwin, (W. Va.) 20S. E. Rep. 849, 

PLEADING. « 

Defendant must be deemed to have waived the objection of de- 
fect of parties, after answering to the merite and going to 
trial. New England Loan § Trust Co. v. Brown, 1 Mo. App. 


Rep. 62. 

And a defendant who answers a complaint after his motion 
to make it more specific has been overruled waives the 
objection. Wattels v. Minchern, (Iowa) 61 N. W. Rep. 915, 

Demurrer admits only the facts alleged, and does not admit al- 
legations of conclusions contained in the pleading demurred 
to. Brickley v. Harrison, (Com, Pl. N. Y.) 31 N. Y. Supp. 999. 

Fact that the christian name of plaintiff is given only in initials in 
his petition is no ground for demurrer. Churchill v. Bielstein, 
(Tex. Civ. App.) 29 8. W. Rep. 392. 

Verdict for plaintiff does not cure error in overruling a demurrer 
to the complaint. Richmond Gas Co. v. Baker, (Ind. Sup.) 
39 N. E. Rep. 552. 

Where jury, by special verdict, makes explicit findings as 
to matters generally alleged in the complaint, its in- 
definiteness in regard thereto is cured. Chicago, St. L. 
& P. R. Co v. Walcott, (Ind. Sup.) 39 N. E. Rep. 451. 

Where plaintiff failed to require defendant to elect between in- 
consistent defenses he cannot raise the objection by a re- 

uest for an instruction. Lynch v. Richter, (Wash.) 39 Pac. 
ep. 125. 
PRINCIPAL AND AGENT. 

A bank, to which a check payable at a distant place is indorsed 
“‘ for collection,” has not implied authority to employ a sub- 
agent in such place to collect it. Bank of Clarke County ¢. 
Gilman, (Sup.) 30 N. Y. Supp. 1111. 

Agent in charge of a building who fails to make aaa Ao 
pairs, is not liable to a tenant injured by such failare. 

v. Brock, (Ind. App.) 38 N. E. Rep. 829. 

To constitute a ratification of an unauthorized act of agent 
knowledge by the principal of the act must be shown. 

v. City Nat. Bank, (Neb.) 60 N. W. Rep. 896. 

An indorsement on a note _ assuming to act as the 

ayee’s agent is not bin where the indorsee knew 
it was outside his powers. case. 
PRINCIPAL AND SURETY. 

A change in a building contract, requiring the building to be 
heated by steam instead of stoves, or requiring a gravel in- 
stead of a tin roof, releases the surety. Zrans v. Graden, 
(Mo, Sup.) 28 8. W. Rep. 439. 

Extension of time for the prneet of a debt will not discharge 
@ surety unless it is for a definite time and on a sufficient 
consideration; a mere forbearance to sue not being sufficient. 
Watte v. Gautt, (Neb.) 61 N. W. Rep. 104. 

Surety, on payment of his principal’s debt, has a right of action 
against him. Sawnders v. Ireland, (Tex. Civ.) 288.W.Rep.271. 

Though an attorney should not become surety for his client on 
an indemnity bond to the sheriff in a pending action, if 
such bond is accepted and approved, the > bound 
thereby. Luce v. Foster, (Neb.) 60 N. W. Rep. 1027. 

SALE. 

One who becomes a creditor of a vendee holding property under 
a conditional bill of sale, with notice thereof, acquires a lien 
subject to that of the vendor. Jones v. Clarke, (Colo. Sup.) 
38 Pac. Rep. 371. 

To constitute one an innocent purchaser of property sold to de- 

fraud the vendor’s creditors, the whole consideration must 
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be paid before the purchaser has notice of the fraudulent 

_ intent. Hedrick v. Strauss, (Neb. 60 N. W. Rep. 928. 

Where defendant was buying leather of plaintiffs rf harnesses, 
he was entitled to show that harness leather must be thor- 
oughly tanned and cannot be used unless itis. Groetzinger 
v. Kann, (Pa. Sup.) 30 Atl. Rep. 1043. 

TRIAL. 

Court may reauire plaintiff either to be examined first, or to 
withdraw from the room while her witnesses are examined. 
Smith v. Team, (Miss.) 16 So. Rep. 492. 

Exceptions to instructions, not signed by trial judge, will not 
be considered. Central Ry. as Coleman, (Md.) 30 Atl. 
Rep. 918. 

Failure of trial judge to sign special findings is a defect in 
matter of form, the sole remedy for which is by motion for 
— de novo. Ferris v. Udell, (Ind. Sup.) 38 N. E. Rep. 
180. 

General finding includes a finding of all necessary facts to con- 
stitute the claim of the party in whose behalf the decree is 
rendered. Gardenhire v. Gardenhire, (Okl.) 37 Pac. Rep. 813. 

Ina cause tried to the court without a jury, the admission of 
incompetent testimony is not reversible error. Whipple v. 
Fowler, (Neb.) 60 N. W. Rep. 15. 

In absence of prejudice, the mere refusal of the court, to require 
the service of a stenographic reporter for the trial of a 
cause is not reversible error. Home Fire Ins. Co. of Omaha 
v. Galley, (Neb.) 61 N. W. Rep. 84. 

In action for personal injuries, it is not error to allow an expert 
witness to examine plaintiff's injuries, in the presence of 
the jury. City of Lanark v. Dougherty, (Ill. Sup.) 38 N. E. 
Rep. 892. 

It is not error of the trial court, in the presencs of the parties 
and their counsel, to suggest a settlement. Atherton v. 
Atherton, (Sup.) 31 N. Y. Supp. 977. 

And there is no available error in admitting the statements 
of a party’s agent in advance of some of the evidence 
essential to establish such agency. Shepherd v. Gaben, 
(Ind. Sup.) 39 N. E. Rep. 506. 

Trial court has discretion to allow plaintiff to recall witnesses 
to rebut contradictions, made by defendant. Lindheim v. 
Duys. (Super. N. Y.) 31 N. Y. Supp. 870. 

Where objection to testimony, or a motion to strike it out is 
made without stating the grounds therefor, it should be 
overruled. Stevenson v. Chicago & N. W. R. Co., (lowa.) 61 
N. W. Rep. 943. 

WITNESS.—See also Evidence. 

Question suggestive of the answer may be excluded. Galreston, 
H. S. A. Ry. Co. v. Smith, (Tex. Civ. App.) 28 8. W, 
Rep. 110. 

When a party, on cross-examination, asks a witness an imma- 
terial or irrelevant question, he is bound by the answer, and 
caunot rebut it by other witnesses. Carpenter v. Lingenfelter. 
(Neb.) 60 N. W. Rep. 1022. 

Witness. in court cannot be compelled to testify until his per 
diem witness fees are paid him. Kipp v. Damson, (Minn.) 
60 N. W. Rep. 845. 

Bat, in action against a married man, he cannot tax wit- 
ness’ fees for his wife who testified on thetrial. Cole-v. 
Angel, (Tex. Civ. App.) 28 8. W. Rep. 93. 








THE INCOME TAX CASES. 





How THEY WERE PREPARED FOR TRIAL AND CONDUCTED 
THROUGH THE CoURTS. 





No devisicn of the Supreme Court of the United States has 
ever created strch a sensation as the finial outcome of the in- 
come tax litigation. It ts the first time in the history of the 
country--and, so far as is known, of ‘the world—where a na- 
tienal tax law has been declared by the courts to be void and 
unenforceable. ’ 

The litigation was originated by Mr. William D. Guthrie, 
of the firm of Seward, Guthrie, Morawetz & Steele, long be- 
fore there was any suggestion whatever of an attack upon 
the law. It is said that his associates at first had no confi- 
dence in the litigation. At the time of the commencement of 
the tw» suits which have resulted in defeating the income tax 
dri-visions of the Tariff law of Aug. 28, 1894, it was universally 
believed in the profession that the contest was hopeless, and 
that the Supreme Court had squarely decided thac direct taxes, 
Within the meaning of the constitutional provision, were lim- 
ited to a capitation tax, or a tax directly on land, and that 
& tax-upon the income, rents and profits of real or personal 
Preperty was not a direct tax. The cases on which this view 
Was based were: Hylton v. United States, 3 Dallas, 171; Pa- 
tific Ins. Co. v. Soule, 7 Wall., 488; Veazie Bank v. Fenno, 8 





Weil. 533; Scholey v. Rew, 23 Wall., 331, and Springer v. 


United States, 102 U. S., 586. Mr. Guthrie had studied these 
constitutional questions for a number of years, and was satis- 
fied that none of the five prior cases decided the question or 
were in any way conclusive against the contention that a tax 
upon the income of real or personal property was, in sutstance, 
a tax upon the property itself, and essentially a direct tax. 


The pleadings and all the other papers in the proceedings were 
dratfed by Mr. Guthrie, and the brief was written by him and 
Mr. David Willcox. 





Wituuam D. Guruere. 


In view of the interest which the legal profession has man- 
ifested in the case, a representative of the American Lawyer» 
called upon Mr. Guthrie at his office, No. 29 Nassau street, 
and asked him to state the theory upon which the litigaition 
was instituted and the practical difficulties of procedure that 
had to be overcome. Courteously complying with this request, 
Mr. Guthrie said: z 

“The most essential attribute of the sovereignty of the 
Govermment of the United States is concededly its taxing 
power, and it is a matter of fundamental interest to the bar 
of the country and the whole nation that constitutional limi- 
tatfons in reference thereto should not be violated and that 
che m-‘*hod of laying Federal taxes should be definitely settled. 
The Constitution of the United States provides that direct 
taxes shiall be apportioned among tthe States according to rep- 
resentation, governed by population, as shown by the census 
from time to time. It was the purpose of the framers of the 
Constitution and of the people who voted to adopt it that 
all direct taxes levied by the Federal Government should be 
collected from the respective States according to their repre- 
sentation, and not according to the value of the real or per- 
sonal property found therein. Even at that time there was 
great inequality between the various sections of the country 
in regard to ‘the value of real and personal property, and it 
was distinctly recognized by all that the laying of a direct 
tax would bear with undue weight upon the poorer States; but 
the richer States insisted upon that condition. They had de- 
manded representation in the English Parliament according 
to the amount of taxes contributed by the Cotonies, and they 
insisted that representtaition in the Congress of the new Gov- 
ernment should be upon the same basis. They exacted that 
this should be guaranteed by the Constitution as the condi- 
tion of their foining the Union. In other words, if any State 
paid one-fourth of 'the Federal taxes, they insisted that it was 
equitable and right that such State should hia've a voice in 
the House, where a tax law must originate, equal to the amount 
of the tax burden it bore. In 1789 apportionment was consid- 
ered and declared to be the salvation of the Southern States, 
and was inserted particularly for the protection of such Staites 
as Virginia. The Constitution further gave to Congress unre- 
stricted power to lay duties, imposts and excises, providing, 
however, that they should be uniform throughout the United 
States. . 

“As to the difficulty which confronted us in the doctrine 
of stare decisis: It was said that the five prior cases, namely, 
Hylton v. United States, Pacific Ins. Co. v. Soule, Veazie Bank 
v. Fenno, Scholey v. Rew and Springer v. United States, pre- 
cluded further argument. We insisted that they would be dis- 
distinguished, and further took the ground thait the doctrine of 
stare decisis could not apply to the interpretation of the 
Constitution of the United Stites, and that aj century of error 
could not overrule the Constitution. We argued that such 
a rule should be enforced only in matters of property or pri- 
vate tiehts, and that it had no just application to questions 
affecting the true interpretation of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

“As to the mode of procedure, the greatest obstacle seemed 
to be § 3224 of the United States Revised Statutes, which pro- 
vides that ‘No suit for the purpose of restraining the assess- 
ment or collection of any tax shall be mainvained in any 
court.” This was undoubtedly a great practical difficulty in 
the way of bringing the matter before the courts, and one 
which to many appeared insurmountable. We took the po- 
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sition that if a trust company should be about to voluntarily 
comply with an unconstitutional tax law, and should decline 
to accede to the request of a shareholder asking the trustees 
to pay under protest and to contest the legality of the tax, a 
suit .aight be brought against the trustees tw restrain them 
from violating their duty. The theory upon which we con- 
ceived that this could be done was the case of Dodge v. 
Woolsey, 18 How. It seemed to us probable that a trust com- 
pany would decline to embark in litigation with the United 
States. This was quite likely in view of the opinion of almost 
Sall the bar that the tax was constitutional. and that, there- 
fore, it was the duty of trustees to comply therewith. If the 
“directors refused to pay under protest and voluntarily paid 
‘sn illegal tax, there could be no remedy whatever; for, subse- 
‘quently, of course, the ‘trust company could not sue the Gov- 
ernment, having voluntarily paid. We, therefore, advised Mr. 
Tewis H. Hyde, a lawyer of this city, that if the directors of 
“the Continental Trust Company, of which the was a stock- 
holder, should decline to pay under protest on the ground that 
they did not desire to embark in litigation with the United 
States, or for any other reason, a suit would lie in equity 
practically to obtain a mandatory injunction compelling the 
directors ‘to pay under protest. We also advised Mr Charles 
Pollock of Boston, a stockholder in the Farmers’ Loan and 
Trust Company, ‘that a similar suit would lie against that 
company under-the same circumstances, and tnat it would be 
very desirable to have a proceeding against the Farmers’ Loan 
and Trust Company, because it owned a large amount of real es- 
tate in its own rame and over $2,000,000 of municipal bonds, 
besides having a large holding of personal property, from 
which it derived an income. A careful study of the bill of 
complaint in these suits will show that there was no relief 
prayed for which would in any way circumvent or annul the 
provisions of § 


“After the first hearing, Mr. Guthrie,” said the reporter, 
“it was suggested in the press and apparently urged with 
great force by many lawyers that the balance of the act would 

_ Probably be held unconstititionial by some Circuit Judge, 
and that ‘then the decision. would be affirmed at the end of 
three years of litigation, perhaps by a divided court. Why, 
+ 9 ge the face of this 'widely held opinion was a rehearing 

“After the decision upon the original hearing,’ he said, 
“we took the position that there should be am lapplication filed 
for a rehearing at the very earliest opportunity, on the broad 
ground that doubt as to the method of laying Federal taxes 
ought to be removed at the very earliest opportunity, This course 
was strongly opposed, it being urged ‘that it was the extreme 
of folly to risk a reargument. The prospect of professional 
employment and fees seemed dazzling; for it must be evident 
that had the case remained where it was left after the Srst 
decision, $20,000,000 or $30,000,000 would have been paid under 
protest aind suits brought to recover. We, however, took the 
ground that the case was not to be looked upen in any such 
light, and that if the Supreme Court was willing to grant a 
rehearing, it was the duty of counsel to apply for it.” 


Mr. Guthrie’s arguments in the Supreme Court have been 
very much admired by the Judges, and by all who listened to 
them. one of the Judges saying that Mr. Guthrie had a greater 
power of clear statement than 95 per cent. of the lawyers 
he had ever heard. The distinguished reporter of the court, 
Mr. Bancroft, is quoted as saying, that they were the ablest 
arguments by a man of Mr. Guthrie’s age (35 years) delivezed 
in the Supreme Court within his recollection. This excellence 
is the more remarkable when it is borne in mind that Mr. 
Guthrie is entirely a self-made man, and his literary attain- 
ments due to private study. Financial reverses of his family 
compelled him to support himself from the age of fifteen, and 
deprived him of all opportunity for a training at college. Mr. 
Guthrie has been for twenty years in the office of which he is 
now the senior, with Mr. Clarence A. Seward. He has delivered 
a number of orations, which have been highly complimented. 
The readers of the American Lawyer may judge for them- 
selves of his forensic style by a few extracts from his two 
speeches in the income tax cases. On the first argument he 
had to confine himself to an attack on the law, on the ground 
that it lacked uniformity, and contained gross and flagrant 
instances of inequality. On the second argument, he devoted 
himself more particularly to the question of direct taxes, and 
to pointing out that there was no distinction between real and 
personal property in this respect. His peroration on the first 
hearing was as follows: 


If Your Honors please, we are not instructed to present any 
arcument which shall abridge the taxing power of Congress 
or embarrass the Government in any emergency that may now 
exist or hereafter arise. Let Congress remodel the act, appor- 
tioning direct taxes and equalizing indirect taxes within the 
limitations of the Constitution, and none more willingly than 
our clients will contribute their share of the burden to main- 
tain, defend and preserve the National Government, even if 
it shall take all their property. We ask you to impose no 
limitation upon the right of Congress to tax up to the full 
measure of the requirements of 'the nation. Recognizing that 
authority ‘to tax in its nature must be without limitations ex- 
cept equality of burden, and ‘that it involves tune power to de- 
stroy, we are here to plead ‘that the destruction must result 
from some necessity or peril of the Union, and that however 
the occasion may ‘arise, the destruction must be equal and uni- 
form. and not of selected individuals or classes: we are here 








to plead that Congress cannot sacrifice one—tne lowliest or the 
richest—for the benefit of others. 

Equality! Did not the nation spring into life as the re 
sult of a longing, of a hope, of a determination to estahiish 
a government of equality? The fundamental principle of 
American system is equality—equality of rights, equality of 
duties, equality of burdens. Every clause of the Constitution 
of the United Staites was supposed to have ‘been conceived in 
the light and spirit of thet rule. The Constitution will never 
perish as long as equality is the guiding star, illumining the 
path and piloting the way of ‘the law-making power. Let thar 
star ever keep the compass true. The observance of the 
principle of equality in the past has built up @ great nation, 
and. whatever may be temporary iinterest or prejudice ¢ 
blindness, the masses will inevitably realize, if they have not 
already done so, that the disregard of that principle is in cyn. 
flict with their own vital and permanent welfare, and cannot 
be suffered if we are to remain a free people. We Americans 
have sacred rights, which we hove will never be erased or ob- 
scured by mortal power, and the most sacred, the one of alj 
that should remain inviolaite and inalienable, is equality. 

Half a century ago Alison uttered his famous prophecy 
that class legislaition and attempts of the miajority to spoliate 
private property would ultimately wreck the American repup- 
lic. Bryce, who saw but the surface, and whore mind wag 
hospitable to every favorable symptom, wrote that the per. 
petual strife of rich and poor, the oldeet disease of civilized 
States, did not yet exist with us. Still, it is only five years 
since one of the leading members of this bar, on the occasion 
of the celebration of the centenary of ‘the court, poinited to the 
attacks upon individual rights and private property in many 
forms and under many pretexts, which were then beginning to 
be heard, and might be looked for to an increasing extent, and 
earnestly said that the accursed warfare of classes was the 
danger that appeared chiefly to threaten our future. But 
anxiety was soon disneHed. We still hear the acclamations 
that greeted his proud and confident boast that, whatever 
might come, the Supreme Court of the United States would 
meet the emergency, maintain the Constitution, and protect 
the people. In words that might well blaze upon the walls of 
this historie chamber. he eloquently said of your great t-- 
bunal: “Having its origin in the sovereignty of the people, it 
is the bulwark of the peovle agszinst ‘their own unadvised ac- 
tion, their own uninstructed will. It saves them not merely 
from their enemies, it saves ‘them from themselves.” 


On the rehearing his exordium was as follows: 


May it please the Court: No one could be indifferent to the 
responsibility of opening this argument, nor faii to be almost 
awed by the consciousness of the great importance, to the 
whole people, of the questions about to be discussed. It must 
be a subject of regret that the generosity of Mr. Seward has 
prompted him to push his junior forward when he would, so 
much more satisfactorily, have presented the results of his 
scholarly research. So, too, of our associates, Gen. Bristow 
and Mr. Willcox. 

We cannot consider ‘the merits of this controversy or scek 
for the true interpretation of the words “direct taxes” foun! 
in the Constitutfon of 'the United Stailtes without realizing low 
intimiaitely connected and interwoven are the science of gov- 
ernment and the principles of taxation. The most essentta! at- 
tribute of the sovereignty of the Union is the taxing power; 
and when we discuss it, we enter the realm of national 
statesmanship. As civilization is but the art of governing 
the peoples of the earth, so political thought and activity con- 
stitute one of the supreme interests of man. History, philoso- 
phy. ethics, the nobler truths of religion itself, in a word, 
all the highest thoughts of mankind, become mere guides and 
ministrants to the service of politics in its grandest significa- 
tion. Balch new day has needs and difficulties of its own; new 
emergencies constantly arise incident to new modes of thought 
and new ways of life. The problems of to-day require for their 
solution thiat intellectual integrity and moral courage which 
are ever so much rarer and nobler than even the loyalty and 
bravery of the battlefield. 

The Constitution is the political creed as well as the em- 
bodiment of the conscience of the nation; and as this Court 
shall preserve it intact, according to its spirit and its letter, or 
permit error to affront and darken its light, so will our future 
be progress or decline, happiness or misery, glory or shame. 

In presenting our petition for a rehearing, we anticipated 
and faced the censure and criticism it invited on the part of 
many who were opposed to the enforcement of the income tax 
provisions of the law of August 28, 1894. According to ordinary 
methods and practice, it was obviously imexpedient to risk re- 
opening questions already decided in our favor. The mandate 
of the Court was about ‘to issue upon an opinion which, the 
Government would be compelled to coniclude, logically excluded 
from the operation of this particular law, because not appor- 
tioned, the tax upon all the real estate of the country as well 
as its invested personal property. Yet many questions were 
left still undetermined, probably because not adequiately pre 
sented, although unlimited time was allotted. It was certain 
that ‘the tax would be paid by all under protest, or the collection 
of it contested in the courts. The Department of Justice would 
be overwhelmed with litigation. Nor were suggestions wanting 
that the decision of any circuit judge in our favor might be 
affirmed by a divided court. Even when we did file our peti 
tion, no aid was furnished by the Government, but simply the 
intimation that if a rehearing became inevitable, then and 
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only it would —* be heard anew on the questions al- 
definitely deci A 
ag if Your Honors please, we felt that a great —- 
tional controversy, involving questions of vital and ee ~ 
oe ve sr into bay } of Se er a. peebianh of 
o a riva 

ot po te at tris ber, inepired by its traditions, _ 
could not for a moment imagine ourselves released from t 
responsibility and obligation of patriosism. ty to - 
conception of duty, it was incumbent upon us, as we - er 
our adversaries, to bring about a speedy determina a t 
these important questions, 'to put an end, if possible, to se 
tion. in the interest of the republic itself, to lay the facts ; e- 
fore Your Honors as fairly and as clearly as we could, ay ng 
you to analyze their significance and to adjudge the truth. 


ignally fail in making our motives clear if we create 
i presaioey tient we are seeking the vain and empty 7atis- 
faction of a personal triumph, or desire ‘the worthless honor 
of success in the obscurity of doubt, through the lottery of 
nealth, or by accident or technicality. 


If Your Honors please, we are not challenging the power of 
Gongress to reach by direct taxes all the real and personal 
property of the country, but we insist that the procedure and 

of the assessment and levy of this tax are unconstitu- 
tional. Doubt as to the method in which Federal taxes should 
be laid ought to be removed at the earliest opportu- 
nity. Months were about to elapse before the Court would 
again convene. We contemplated that in these days, when 
events follow each other with such startling rapidity, an 
emergency might suddenly arise requiring the prompt and 
decisive exercise of the taxing power of the Federal Govern- 
ment; and that as matters now stood, Congress might be em- 
parrassed or hampered by the suggestion that there was 
doubt, not as to the power, but as to the method of laying 
faxes; not as to the power of Congress to reach personal 
property—all the personal property of the country—but as to 
the method in which Congress should tax it. There were also 
questions unanswered as to whether or not the Constitution 
required equality in taxes; as to whether or not the Constitu- 
tion permitted Congress to discriminate in favor of individu- 
als and partnerships and against corporations; and, above 
all, as to ‘whether or mot Congress could arbitrarily exempt 
from taxation certain classes of favored corporations holding 
yast accumulations of real and personal property. 


We thought, therefore, that there ought to be a rehearing 
at the earliest opportunity, not merely for our clients’ sake, 
but for the sake of the Government, for ‘the sake of the Court, 
for the sake of the people. The decision in these cases will 
settle one of the most important constitutional questions ever 
passed upon in this Court. The rule announced should unfold 
a standard of truth as to the interpretation of our organic 
law, not for a party and a day, but for all parties and all 
times, thus meriting ‘the obedience and respect of men. We 
took it upon ourselves, so far as it lay in our power, to see to 
it that the decision of this Court, as soon as it was delivered, 
should not be impaired or nullified or undermined by the sug- 
gestion, in court or out of court, that the questions decided 
had not been fully argued, or that the Government had rot 
been prepared, or that its representatives had not had the 
fullest opportunity to be heard. 


We, therefore, invite, here and at this time, reinvestiga- 
tion and reargument upon all points. Let us nave every view, 
every suggestion, every historical fact, every argument, tend- 
ing in any way, even in the slightest degree, to ‘meet our con- 
tention and to convince ‘the Court that it has misconceived the 
true purpose and intention of the framers of the Constitu- 
tion and of the people who voted to adopt it. Our adversaries 
Need have no misgivings and no apprehensions. The courage 
and patriotism of the opinions which ‘have thrilled us with 
confident ‘hope in the living strength of our institutions, will 
Not hesitate ‘to confess and correct error, if any can be shown. 


If Your Honors please, no statute and no decision incon- 
sistent with the Constitution can be allowed to stand. A cen- 
tury of error should not overrule the Constitution. The people 
afe not to be deprived by erroneous precedenitts of inherited 
rights, imbedded in the Constitution. Those rights may slum- 

, but, nevertheless, they live and breathe. Where would 
we be to-day if the rule of precedent had controlled our fore- 
fathers? Is the Constitution to be enslaved by any such tech- 
nical doctrine as stare decisis and thus manacled with parch- 
ment chafns? When Franklin stood at the bar of the English 

ought he to have been sattisfied to abandon the 
claims of the colonists because the school of Mansfield, Thur- 

» Ekion and Boston-born Copley could have demonstrated 
to him that precedent upon precedent fully sustained the right 
&nd power of Parliament to tax the colonists without giving 

representation ? 

The rule of precedent and stare decisis presupposes error, 
8nd closes the door on reason and on truth. The most techni- 
eal work in the common law, Fearne on Contingent Remind- 
‘fs, is cited to sustain the claim that an erroneous interpre- 
tation of the Constitution must be perpetuated. 'We can an- 
Swer in the language of our great historian: “Woe hangs over 
the land where the absolute principles of private right ore 

to questions of public Iaw, and the effort is made to 
AR progress of the undying race by the rules 
. ascertain the property of evanescent mortals.” 


z 








SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


CHARLES POLLOCK, appellant v. THE FARMERS’ LOAN 
AND TRUST COMPANY, ET AL. 


Appeal from the. Circuit Court of the United States for the 
Southern District of New York. 

Note: On the original hearing of this case, the Court— 
Justice Jackson not sitting—was evenly divided in its opinion 
as to the constitutionality of the tax on incomes in general; 
but, as will appear from the following opinion, were strongly 
against a tax on, income accruing from land rentals and 
municipal securities. The statement of facts and abstract of 
the law in controversy are omitted. The original decision of 
the Court is here given, followed immediately by the body 


of the text of the final decision, and the dissenting opin- 
ions.—Ed. 


MR. CHIEF JUSTICE FULLER delivered the opinion of 
the Court as follows: 


The jurisdiction of the court of equity to prevent anv 
threatened breach of trust in the m’ ation or diversion 
of the funds of a corporation by illegai payments out of its 
capital or profits has been frequently sustained: Dodge v. 
Woolsey, 18 How. 33; Hawes v. Oakland, 104 U. S. 450. 

As in Dodge v. Woolsey, this bill proceeds on the ground 
that the defendants would be guilty of such breach of trust 
or duty in voluntarily making returns for the imposition of, 
and paying, an unconstitutional tax; and also on allegations 
of threatened multiplicity of suits and irreparable injury. 

The objection of adequate remedy at law was not raised 
below, nor is it now raised by appellees, if it could be enter- 
tained at all at this stage of the proceedings; and so far as 
it was within the power of the Government to do so the ques- 
tion of jurisdiction, for the purposes of the case, was ex- 
plicitly waived on the argument. The relief sought was in 
respect of voluntary action by the defendant company, and 
not in respect of the assessment and collection themselves. 
Under these circumstances, we should not be justified in de- 
clining to proceed to judgment upon the merits: Pelton v. 
National Bank, 101 U. S. 143, 148; Cummings v. National 
Bank, Id. 153, 157; Reymes v. Dumont, 130 U. S. 354. 

Since the opinion in Marbury v. Madison, 1 Cranch, 137, 
177, was delivered, it has not been doubted that it is within 
judicial competency by express provisions of the Constitution 
or by necessary inference and implication; to determine 
whether a given law of the United States is or is not made 
in pursuance of the Constitution, and to hold it valid or 
void accordingly. “If,” said Chief Justice Marshall, “both the 
law and the Constitution apply to a particular case, so that 
the Court must either decide that case conformably to the 
law, disregardirg the Constitution; or ,conformably to the 
Constitution disregarding the law; the court must determine 
which of these conflicting rules governs the case. This is 
of the very essence of judiciol duty.” And the Chief Justice 
added that the doctrine “that courts must close their eves 
on the Constitution, and see only the law, “would subvert. 
the very foundation of all written constitutions.” Necessarily 
the power to declare a Jaw unconstitutional is always exer- 
cised with reluctance; but the duty to do so, in a proper case, 
cannot be declined, and must be discharged in accordance 
with the deliberate judgment of the tribunal in which the 
validity of the enactment is directly drawn in question. 

The contention of the complainant is: 

First. That the law in question, in imposing a tax on the 
income or rents of rea] estate. imposes a tax upon the real 
estate itself; and in impcsing a tax on the interest or other 
income of bonds or other personal property held for the pur- 
poses of income cr ordinarily yielding income, imposes a tax 
upon the personal estate itself; that such tax is a direct 
tax, and void because imposed without regard to the rule 
of apportionment; and that by reason thereof the whole law 
is invalidated. 

Second. That the law is invalid, because imposing in- 
direct taxes in violaticn of the constitutional requirement of 
uniformity; and therein also in violation of the implied limita- 
tion upon taxation that all tax laws must apply equally, im- 
partially and uniformly to all similarly situated. Under the 
second head, it is contended that the rule of uniformity is 
violated in that the law taxes income of certain corporations, 
companies and associations, no matter how created or organ- 
ized, at a higher rate than the incomes of individuals or vart- 
nerships derived from precisely similar property or business; 
in that it exempts from the operation of the act and from 
the burden of taxation, numerous corporations, companies and 
associations having similar property and carrying on similar 
business to those expressly taxed; in that it denies to in- 
dividuals deriving their income from shares in certain cor- 
porations, companies and associations the benefit of the ex- 
emption of $4,000 granted to other persons interested in sim- 
ilar property and business; in the exemption of $4,000, in 
the exemption of building and loan associations, savings 
banks, mutual life, fire, marine and accident insurance com- 
panies, existing solely for the pecuniary profit of their mem- 
bers; these and other exemptions being alleged to be purelv 
arbitrary and capricious, justified by no public purpose, and 
of such magnitude as to invalidate the entire enactment; and 
in other particulars. 

Third. That the law is invalid so far as imposing a tax 
upon income received from State and municipal bonds. 

The constitution provides that representatives and direct 
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taxes shall be apportioned among the several States accord- 
ing to numbers, and that no direct tax shail: be laid except 
according to the enumeration provided for; and also that all 
duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States. 

The men who framed and adopted that instrument had 
just emerged from the struggle for independence whose rally- 
ing cry had been that “taxation and representation go to- 
wether.” 

The mother country had taught the colonists, in the con- 
tests waged to establish that taxes could not be imposed by 
the sovereign except as they were granted by the revresen- 
tatives of the realm, that self-taxation constituted the main 
security against oppression. As Burke declared, in his speech 
on “Conciliation with America,’’ the defenders of the excel- 
lence of the English constitution “took infinite pains to in- 
culcate, as a fundamental principle, that, in all monarchies, 
the people must, in effect, themselves, mediately or imme- 
diately, possess the power of granting their own money, or 
no shadow of liberty could subsist.’’ The principle was that 
the consent of those who were expected to pay it was es- 
sential to the validity of any tax. 

The States were about, for all national purposes embraced 
in the Ccnstitution, to become one, united under the same 
sovereign authority, and governed by the same laws. But 
as they still retained their jurisdiction over all persons and 
things within their territorial limits, except where surren- 
dered to the general government or restrained by the Con- 
stitution, they were careful to see to it that taxation and 
representatoin should go together, so that the sovereignty 
reserved should not be impaired, and that when Congress, 
and especially the House of Representatives, where it was 
specifically provided that all revenue bills must originate, 
voted a tax upon property, it should be with the consciousness, 
and under the responsibility, that in so doing the tax so 
voted would proportionately fall upon the immediate constit- 
uents of those who imposed it. . 

More than this, by the Constitution the States not only 
gave to the nation the concurrent power to tax persons and 
property directly, but they surrendered their own power to levy 
taxes on imports and to reguiate commerce. All the thirteen 
were seaboard States, but they varied in maritime imovor- 
tance, and differences existed between them in population, 
in wealth, in the character of property and of business inter- 
ests. Moreover, they looked forward to the coming of new 
States from the great West into the vast empire of their an- 
ticipation. So when the wealthier States as between them- 
selves and their less favored associates, and all as between 
themselves and those who were to come, gave up for the 
common good the great source of revenue derived through 
commerce, they did so in reliance on the protection afforded 
by restrictions on the grant of power. 


Thus in the matter of taxation, the Constitution recog- 
nizes the two great classes of direct and indirect taxes, and 
lays down two rules by which their imposition must be gov- 
erned, namely: The rule of apportionment as to direct taxes, 
and the rule of uniformity as to duties, imposts and excises. 
The rule of uniformity was not prescribed to the exercise 
of the power granted by the first paragraph of section eight. 
to lay and collect taxes, because the rule of apportionment 
as to taxes had already been laid down in the third paragraph 
of the second section. 

And this view was expressed by Mr. Chief Justice Chase 
in the license cases (5 Wall. 462, 471), when he said: “It is 
true that the power of Congress to tax is a very extensive 
power. It is given in the Constitution with only one excev- 
tion and only two qualifications. Congress cannot tax ex~ 
ports, and it must impose direct taxes by the rule of ap- 
portionment, and indirect taxes by the rule of uniformity. 
Thus limited, and thus only, it reaches every subject and 
may be exercised at discretion.” 

And although there have been from time to time intima- 
tions that there might be some tax which was not a direct tax 
nor included under the words “duties, imposts and excises,” 
such a tax for more than one hundred years of national 
existence has as yet remained undiscovered, notwithstanding 
the stress of particular circumstances has invited thorough 
investigation into sources of revenue. 

The first question to be considered is whether a tax on 
the rents or income of real estate is a direct tax within the 
meaning of the Constitution. Ordinarily all taxes paid pri- 
marily by persons who can shift the burden upon some one 
else, or who are under no legal compulsion to pay them, are 
considered indirect taxes; but a tax upon property holders in 
respect of their estates, whether real or personal, or of the 
income yielded by such estates, and the payment of which 
cannot be avoided, are direct taxes. Nevertheless, it may be 
admitted that although this definition of direct taxes is 
prima facie correct, and to be applied in the consideration of 
the question before us, yet that the Constitution may bear 
a different meaning, and that such different meaning must be 

ed. But in arriving at any conclusion on this point, 
we are at liberty tio refer to the historical circumstantces attend- 
ing and framing of the Constitution as well as the entire frame 
and scheme of the instrument, and the consequences naturally 
attendant upon the one construction or the other. 

We inquire, therefore, what, at the time the Constitution 
was framed and adopted, were recognized as direct taxes? 








—— ae 
What did those who framed and adopted it understand the 
terms to designate and include? 

We must remember that the fifty-five members of the con. 
stitutional convention were men of great sagacity, fully con. 
versant with governmental problems, deeply conscious of the 
nature of their task, and profoundly convinced that they were 
laying the foundations of a vast future empire. “To many 
in the assembly the work of the great French magistrate on 
the ‘Spirit of Laws,’ of which Washington with his own hand 
had copied an abstract by Madison, was the favorite manual: 
some of them had made an analysis of all federal govern. 
ments in ancient and modern times, and a few were well 
versed in the best English, Swiss and Dutch writers on Goy. 
ernment. *They had immediately before them the example of 
Great Britain; and they ‘had a still better school ef political 
wisdom in the republican constitutions of their several] 
States, which many of them had assisted to frame.” 2 Ban. 
croft’s Hist. Const. 9 


The Federalist demonstrates the value attached by Ham. 
ilton, Madison and Jay to historical experience, and shows 
that they had made a careful study of many forms of goy- 
ernment. Many of the framers were particularly versed in 
the literature of the period, Franklin, Wilson and Hamilton 
for example. Turgot had published in 1764 his work on taxa. 
tion, and in 1766 his essay on “The Formation and Distriby. 
tion of Wealth,” while Adam Smith’s “Wealth of Nations” 
was published in 1776. Franklin in 1766 said upon his ex. 
amination before the House of Commons that: “An external 
tax is a duty laid on commodities imported; that duty js 
added to the first cost and other charges on the commodity 
and when it is offered to sale makes a part of the vrice. 
If the people do not like it at that price, they refuse it: 
they are not obliged to pay it. But an internal tax is forced 
from the people without their consent, if not laid by their 
own representatives. The stamp act says we shall have no 
commerce, make no exchange of property with each other 
neither purchase nor grant, nor recover debts; we shall 
neither marry nor make our wills, unless we pay such and 
such sums, and thus it is intended to extort our money from 
us, or ruin us by the consequences of refusing to vay.” 16 
Parl. Hist. 144. 

They were, of course, familiar with the modes of taxation 
pursued in the several States. From the report of Oliver Wol- 
cott, when Secretary of the Treasury, on direct taxes, to the 
House of Representatives, Dec. 14, 1796, his most important 
State paper (Am. State Papers, 1 Finance, 431), and the 
various State laws then existing, it appears that prior to the 
adoption of the Constitution nearly all the States impoged a 
poll tax, taxes on land, on cattle of all kinds, and various 
kinds of personal property, and that, in addition, Massachu- 
setts, Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Delaware, New Jersey, Vir- 
ginia and South Carolina assessed their citizens upon their 
profits from professions, trades and employments. 

Congress under the articles of confederation had no actual 
operative power of taxation. It could call upon the States 


for their respective contributions or quotas as previously de- ° 


termined on; but in case of the failure or omission of ,the 
States to furnish such contribution, there were no means of 
compulsion, as Congress had no power whatever to lay any 
tax upon individuals. This imperatively demanded a remedy; 
but the opposition to granting the power of direct taxation 
in addition to the substantially exclusive power of laying 
imposts and duties was so strong that it required the con- 
vention, in securing effective powers of taxation to the Fed- 
eral Government, to use the utmost care and skill to 
harmonize conflicting interests that the ratification of the 
instrument could be obtained. 

The situation and the result are thus described by Mr. 
Chief Justice Chase in Lane County v. Oregon, 7 Wall. 71, 76: 
‘The people of the United States constitute one nation, under 
one government, and this government, within the scope of the 
powers with which it is invested, is supreme. On the other 
hand, the people of each State compose a State, having its 
own government, and endowed with all the functions essen 
tial to separate and independent existence. The States dis 
united might continue to exist. Without the States in unio 
there could be no such political body as the United States 
Both the States and the United States existed before the Cor 
stitution. The people, through that instrument, established 4 
more perfect union by substituting a national government, 
acting, with ample power, directly upon the citizens, instead 
of the confederate government, which acted with powers 
greatly restricted, only upon the States. But in many 4r- 
ticles of the Constitution the necessary existence of the States, 
and within their proper spheres, the independent authority of 
the States, is distinctly recognized. To them nearly the whole 
charge of interior regulation is committed or left; to them 
and to the people all powers not expressly delegated to the 
national government are reserved. The general condition was 
well stated by Mr. Madison in the Federalist, thus: ‘The Fed- 
eral and State governments are in fact but different agents 
and trustees of the people, constituted with different powers 
and designated for different purposes.’ Now, to the existenc® 
of the States, themselves necessary to the existence of t 
TInited States, the power of taxation is indispensable. It 's 
an essential function of government. It was exercised bY 
the colonies; and when the colonies became States, both be- 
fore and after the formation of the confederation, it was 
exercised by the new governments. 
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“Under the articles of confederation the Government of the 
United States was limited in the exercise of this power to 
requisitions upon the States, while the whole power of direct 
and indirect taxation of persons and property, whether by 
taxes On polls, or duties on imports, or duties on internal 

uction, manufacture or use, was acknowledged to belong 
exclusively to the States, without any other limitation than 
that of non-interference with certain treaties made by Con- 

The Constitution, it is true, greatly changed this con- 
dition of things. It gave the power to tax, both directly and 
indirectly, to the national government and subject to the one 
prohibition of any tax upon exports, and to the condition 
of uniformity in respect to indirect, and of proportion in re- 
spect to direct taxes, the power was given without any ex- 
press reservation. On the other hand, no power to tax ex- 
ports, or imports except for a single purpose and to an in- 
significant extent, or to lay any duty on tonnage, was ner- 
mitted to the States. In respect, however, to property, busi- 
ness and persons, within their respective limits, their power of 
taxation remained and remains entire. It is indeed a con- 
current power, and in the case of a tax on the same suh- 
ject by both governments, the claim of the United States, as 
the supreme authority, must be preferred; but with this qual- 
ification it is absolute. The extent to which it shall be ex- 
ercised, the subjects upon which it shall be exercised, and the 
mode in which it shall be exercised, are all equally within 
the discretion of the legislatures to which the States commit 
the exercise of the power. That discretion is restrained only 
by the will of the people expressed in the State constitutions 
or through elections, and by the conditions that it must not 
be so used as to burden or embarrass the operations of the 
national government. There is nothing in the Constitution 
which contemplates or authorizes any direct abridgment of 
this power by national legislation. To the extent just in- 
dicated it is as complete in the States as the like power, 
within the limits of the Constitution, is complete in Congress.” 

On May 29, 1787, Charles Pinckney presented his draft 
of a proposed constituton, which provided that the proportion 
of direct taxes should be regulated by the whole number of 
inhabitants of every description, taken in the manner pre- 
scribed by the legislature; and that no tax should be paid 
on articles exported from the United States; 1 Elliot, 147, 148. 

Mr. Randolph's plan declared “that the right of suffrage, 
in the national legislature, ought to be proportioned to the 
quotas of contribution, or to the number of free inhabitants, 
as the one or the other may seem best, in different cases.” 1 
Elliot, 143. 

On June 15 Mr. Paterson ,submitted several resolutions, 
among which was one proposing that the United States in 
Congress should be authorized to make requisitions in pro- 
portion to the whole number of white and other free citizens 
and inhabitants, including thoee bound to servitude for a term 
of years, but three-fifths of all other persons, except Indians 
not taxed: 1 Elliot, 175, 176. 

On the ninth of July, the proposition that the legislature 
be authorized to regulate the number of representatives ac- 
cording to wealth and inhabitants was approved, and on the 
eleventh it was voted that “in order to ascertain the altera- 
tions that may happen in the population and wealth of the 
several States, a census shall be taken,’ although the resolu~ 
tion of which this formed a part was defeated: 5 Elliot, 288, 
295: 1 Elliot, 200. 

On July 12, Gouverneur Morris moved to add to the clause 
empowering the legislature to vary the representation accord- 
ing to the amount of wealth and number of the inhabitants, 
a proviso that taxation should be in propcrtion to represen- 
tation, and, admitting that some objections lay against his 
proposition, which would be removed by limiting it to direct 
taxation, since “with regard to indirect taxes on exports and 
imports, and on consumption, the rule would be inapplica- 
ble,” varied his motion by inserting the word ‘“‘direct,’’ where- 
upon it passed as follows: “Provided, always, that direct 
taxation ought to be proportioned to representation.” 5 El- 
lot, 302. 

Amendments were proposed by Mr. Ellsworth and Mr. 
Wilson to the effect that the rule of contribution by direct 
taxation should be according to the number of white inhabi- 
tants and three-fifths of every other description, and that 
in order to ascertain the alterations in the direct taxation 
which might se required from time to time a census should 
be taken; the word wealth was struck out of the clause, 
on motion of Mr. Randolph; and the whole proposition, pro- 
Portionate representation to direct taxation, end both to the 
White and three-fifths of the colored inhabitants, and requiring 
& census, was adopted. 

In the course of the debates, and after the motion of 
Mr. Ellsworth that the first census be taken in three vears 
@fter the meeting of Congress had been adopted, Mr. Madi- 
80n records: “Mr. King asked what was the precise mean- 

of direct taxation. No one answered.”’ But Mr. Gerry 
immediately moved to amend by the insertion of the clause 

“from the first meeting of the legislature of the United 

tes until a census shall be taken, all moneys for supplying 
the public treasury by direct taxation shall be raised from 
several States according to the number of their repre- 
Sehtatives respectively in the first branch.” This left for the 
the matter of collection to the States. Mr. Langdon 
objected that this would bear unreasonably hard against New 
pshire, and Mr. Martin said that direct taxation should 














not be used but in cases of absolute necessity, and then the 
States would be the best judges of the mode: 5 Elliot, 
451, 453. 

Thus was accomplished one of the great compromises of 
the Constitution, resting on the doctrine that the right of 
representation ought to be conceded to every community on 
which a tax is to be imposed, but crystallizing it in such form 
as to allay jealousies in respect of the future balance of power; 
to reconcile conflicting views in respect of the enumeration 
of slaves, and to remove the objection that, in adjusting a 
system of representation between the States, regard should 
be had to their relative wealth, since those who were to be 


most heavily taxed ought to have a proportionate influence 
in the government. 


The compromise, in embracing the power of direct taxation, 
consisted not simply in including part of the slaves in the 
enumeration of population, but in providing that as hetween 
State and State such taxation should be proportioned to rep- 
resentation. The establishment of the same rule for the aw 
portionment of taxes as for regulating the proportion of repre- 
sentatives, observed Mr. Madison in No. 54 of the Federalist, 
was by no means founded on the same principle, for as to the 
former it had reference to the proportion of wealth and al- 
though in respect of that it was in ordinary cases a very 
unfit measure, it “had too recently obtained the general 
sanction of America, not to have found a ready preference 
with the convention,” while the opposite interests of * the 
States, balancing each other, would produce impartiality in 
enumeration. By prescribing this rule, Hamilton wrote (Fed- 
eralist, No. 36) that the door was shut “to partiality or op- 
pression,” and “the abuse of this power of taxation to have 
been provided against with guarded circumspection,” and ob- 
viously the operation of direct taxation on every State tended 
to prevent resort to that mode of supply except under pres- 
sure of necessity and to promote prudence and economy in 
expenditure. 

We repeat that the right of the Federal Government to 
directly assess and collect its own taxes, at least until after 
requisitions upon the States had been made and failed, was 
one of the chief points of conflict, and Massachusetts, in rat- 
ifying, recommended the adoption of an amendment in these 
words: “That Congress do not lay direct taxes but when the 
moneys arising from the impost and excise are insufficient 
for the public exigencies, nor then until Congress shall have 
first made a requisition upon the States to assess, levy and 
pay, their respective proportions of such requisition, agree. 
ably to the census fixed in the said Constitution, in such way 
and manner asi the legislatures of the States shall think 
best.” 1 Elliot, 322. And in this South Carolina, New York, 
a Hampshire, and Rhode Island concurred. Id. 325, 326, 
329, 336. 

Luther Martin, in his well-known communication to the 
legislature of Maryland in January, 1788, expressed his views 
thus: 

“By the power to lay and collect taxes, they may proceed 
to direct taxation on every individual, either by a capitation 
tax on their heads, or an assessment on their property. * * * 
Many of the members, and myself in the number, thought that 
the States were much better judges of the circumstances of 
their citizens, and what sum of money could be collected 
from them by direct taxation, and of the manner in which 
it could be raised with the greatest ease and convenience to 
their citibens, than the general government could be; and 
that the general government ought not to have the power 
of laying direct taxes in any case but in that of the delinquency 
of a State.” 1 Elliot, 344, 368, 369. 

Elisworth and Sherman wrote the Governor of Connecti- 
cut, Sept. 26, 1787, that it was probable “that the princival 
branch of revenue will be duties on imports. What may be 
necessary to be raised by direct taxation is to be appor- 
tioned on the several States, according to the number of 
their inhabitants; and although Congress may raise the money 
by their own authority, if necessary, yet that authority need 
not be exercised, if each State will furnish its quota.” 1 El- 
liot, 192. 

And Ellsworth, in the Connecticut convention, in discuss- 
ing the power of Congress to lay taxes, pointed out that all 
sources of revenue, excepting the impost, still lay open to 
the States, and insisted that it was “necessary that the power 
of the general legislature should extend to all the objects of 
taxation, that government should be able to command all the 
resources of the country; because no man can tell what our 
exigencies may be. Wars have now become rather wars of 
the purse than of the sword. Government must therefore be 
able to command the whole power of the purse. * * * 
taxation can go but little way toward raising a revenue. To 
raise money in this way, people must be provident; they must 
constantly be laying up money to answer the demands of the 
collector. But you cannot make people thus provident. If you 
would do anything to the purpose, you must come in when 
they are spending, and take a part with them. * * * All na- 
tions have seen the necessity and propriety of raising a revenue 
by indirect taxation, by duties upon articles of consumption. 
* * ® In England, the whole public revenue is about twelve 
millions sterling per annum. The land tax amounts to ahout 
two millions; the window and some other to about two mil- 
lions more. The other eight millions are raised upon articles 
of consumption. * * * This Constitution defines the extent of 
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the powers of the general Go vernment. If the general leg- 
islature should at any time overleap their limits, the judicial 
department is a constitutional check. If the United States go 
beyond their powers, if they make a law which the Con- 
stitution does not authorize, it is void; and the judicial power, 
the national judges, who, to secure their impartiality, are to 
be made independent, will declare it to be void.” 2 Elliot, 
191, 192, 196. 

In the convention of Massachusetts by which the Con- 
stitution was ratified, the second section of article 1 being 
under consideration, Mr. King said: 


“It is a principle of this Constitution, that representation 
and taxation should go hand in hand. * * * By this rule 
are representation and taxation to be apportioned. And it 
was adopted, because it was the language of all America. 
According to the confederation, ratified in 1781, the sums for 
the general welfare and defense should be apportioned ac- 
cording to the surveyed lands, and improvements thereon, in 
the several States; but that it hath never been in thé power 
of Congress to follow that rule, the returns from the several 
States being so very imperfect.” 2 Elliot, 36 

Theophilus Parsons observed: “Congress have only a con- 
current right with each State, in laying direct taxes, not an 
exclusive right; and the right of each State to direct taxa- 
tion is equally extensive and perfect as the right of Congress.” 
Id. 98. And John Adams, Dawes, Sumner, King and Sedgwick 
all agreed that a direct tax would be the last source of 
revenue resorted to by Congress.” 

In the New York convention, Chancellor Livingston 
pointed out that when the imposts diminished and the expenses 
of the Government increased, “they must have recourse to 
direct taxes; that is, taxes on land, and specific duties.” 2 
Elliot, 341. And Mr. Jay, in reference to an amendment that 
direct taxes should not be imposed until requisition had been 
made and proved fruitless, argued that the amendment would 
involve great difficulties, and that it ought to be considered 
that direct taxes were of two kinds, general and specific. 
Id. 380, 381. 

In Virginia, Mr. John Marshall said: ‘“‘The objects of di- 

rect taxes are well understood; they are but few; what are 
they? Lands, slaves, stocks of all kinds, and a few other ar- 
ticles of domestic property. * * * They will have the benefit 
of the knowledge and experience of the State legislature. 
They will see in what manner the legislature of Virginia col- 
lects its taxes. * * * Cannot Congress regulate the taxes so 
as to be equal on all parts of the community? Where is the 
absurdity of having thirteen revenues? Will they clash with, 
or injure, each other? If not, why cannot Congress make 
thirteen distinct laws, and impose the taxes on the general 
objects’ of taxation in each State, so as that all persons of 
the society shall pay equally, as they ought?” 3 Elliot, 229, 
235. At that time, in Virginia, lands were taxed, and specific 
taxes assessed on certain specified objects. These objects were 
stated by Secretary Wolcott to be taxes on lands, houses in 
towns, slaves, stud horses, jackasses, other horses and mules, 
billiard tables, four-wheel riding carriages, phaetons, stage 
wagons, and riding carriages with two wheels; and it was 
undoubtedly to these objects that the future chief justice re- 
ferred. 
Mr. Randolph said: “But in this new Constitution, there 
is a more just and equitable rule fixed—a limitation beyond 
whch they cannot go. Representatives and taxes go hand in 
hand; according to the one will the other be regulated. The 
number of representatives is determined by the number of in- 
habitants; they have nothing to do but to lay taxes accord- 
ingly.” 3 Elliot, 221. 

Mr. George Nicholas said: “The proportion of taxes are 
fixed by the number of inhabitants, and not regulated by the 
extent of territory or fertility of soil. * * * Each State will 
know, from its population, its proportion of any general tax. 
As it was justly observed by the gentleman over the way 
(Mr. Randolph), they cannot possibly exceed that proportion; 
they are limited and restrained expressly to it. The State leg- 
islatures have no check of this kind. Their power is un- 
controMed.” 3 Elliot, 243, 244. 

‘Mr. Madison remarked that “they will be limited to fix 
the proportion of each State, and they must raise it in the 
a convenient and satisfactory manner to the public.” Id. 


From these references, and they might be extended in- 
definitely, it is clear that the rule to govern each of the 
great classes into which taxes were divided, was prescribed 
in view of the commonly accepted distinction between them 
and of the taxes directly levied under the systems of the 
States. And that the difference between direct and indirect 
taxation was fully appreciated, is supported by the Congres- 
sional debates after the government was organized. 

In the debates in the House of Representatives preceding 
the passage of the act of Congress to lay duties upon car- 
riages for the conveyance of persons, approved June 5, 1794 
(i. Stat. 373, c. 45), Mr. Sedgwick said that “a capitation 
tax, and taxes on land and on property and income generally, 
were direct charges, as well in the immediate as ultimate 
sources of contribution. He had considered those, and those 
only, as direct taxes in their operation and effects. On the 
other hand, a tax imposed on a specific article of personal 
property, and particularly if objects of luxury, as in the case 
under consideration, he had never supposed had been con- 
sidered a direct tax, within the meaning of the Constitution.” 





Dr. Dexter observed that his colleague “had stated the 
meaning of direct taxes to be a capitation tax, or a genera] 
tax on all the taxable property of the citizens; and that @ 
gentleman from Virginia, Mr. Nicholas, thought the mea: 
was, that all taxes are direct which are paid by the ci 
without being by the consumer; but that where 
the tax was only advanced and repaid by the consumer the 
tax was indirect. He thought that both opinions were just, 
and not inconsistent, though the gentlemen had differed about 
them. He thought that a general tax on all taxable property 
was a direct tax, because it was paid without being recom. 
pensed by the consumer.” Annals 3d Congress, 644, 646. 

At @ subsequent day of the debate, Mr. Madison objecteg 
to the tax on carriages as ‘‘an uncostitutional tax,” but Fisher 
Ames declared that he had satisfied himself that it was not 
direct tax, as “the duty falls not on the possession but on the 
use.” Annals, 730. 

Mr. Madison wrote to Jefferson on May 11, 1794: 

“And the tax on carriages succeeded, in spite of the Con. 
stitution, by a majority of twenty, the advocates of the princi. 
ple being reinforced by the adversaries to luxuries.” “ 
of the motives which they decoyed to their support ought to 
premonish them of the danger. By breaking down the barriers 
of the Constitution, and giving sanction to the idea of sumptu- 
ary regulations, wealth may find a precarious defense in the 
shield of justice. If luxury, as such, is to be taxed, the great- 
est of all luxuries, says Paine, is a great estate. Even on the 
present occasion, it has been found prudent to yield to a tax 
on transfers of sjocks in the funds and in the banks.” 2 Madi. 
son’s Writings, 14. 

“But Albert Gallatin, in his ‘Sketch of the Finanices of the 
United States,’ published in November, 1796, said: “The most 
generally received opinion, however, is, that by direct taxes 
in the Constitution, those are meant which are raised on the 
capital or revenue of the people; by indirect, such as are 
raised on their expense. As that opinion is in itself rational, 
and conformable to the decision which has taken place on 
the subject of the carriage tax, and as it appears important, 
for the sake of preventing future controversies, which may be 
not more fatal to the revenue than to the tranquillity of the 
Union, that a fixed interpretation should be generally adopted, 
it will not be improper to corroborate it by quoting the author 
from whom the idea seems to have been borrowed.’ He then 
auotes from Smith’s Wealth of Nations, and continues: ‘The 
remarkable coincidence of the clause of the Constitution with 
this passage in using the word “capitation” as a generic expres- 
sion, including the different species of direct taxes, an ac- 
ceptation of the word peculiar, it is believed, to Dr. Smith, 
leaves little doubt that the framers of the one had the other 
in view at the time, and that they, as well as he, by direct 
taxes, meant those paid directly from and falling immediately 
on the expense.’’’ Gallatin’s Writings (Adams’ Ed.), 74, 75. 

The act provided in its first section “that there shall be 
levied, collected and paid upon all carriages for the convey- 
ance of persons, which shall be kept by or for any person for 
his or her own use, or to be let out to hire or for the con- 
veyance of passengers, the several duties and rates follow- 
ing.” and ‘then followed a fixed yearly rate on every coach, 
chariot, phaeton and coachee, every four-wheel and every two- 
wheel top carriage; and wpon every other two-wheel carriage, 
varying according to the vehicle. 

In Hylton v. United States, 3 Dall. 171, decided in March, 
1796, this court “held the act to be constitutional, because not 
laying a direct tax. Chief Justice Ellsworth and Mr. Justice 
Cushing took no part in the decision, and Mr. Justice Wilson 
gave no reasons. 

“Mr. Justice Chase said that he was inclined to think, but 
of this he did not ‘give a judicial opinion,’ that ‘the direct taxes 
contemplated by the Constitution, are cnly two; to wit, a capl- 
tation, or poll tax, simply, without regard to property, pro- 
fession, or any other circumstance; and a tax on land; and 
that he doubted ‘whether a tax, by a general assessment on 
personal property, within the United States, is included within 
the term direct tax.’ But he thought that ‘an annual tax on 
carriages for the conveyance of persons may be considered as 
within 'the power granted to Congress to lay duties. The term 
duty is the most comprehensive next to the generical term tax; 
and practically, in Great Britain (whence we take our general 
ideas of taxes, duties, impost, excises, customs, etc.), embraces 
taxes on stamps, tolls for passage, etc., and is not confined 
to taxes on importation only. It seems to me that a tax on 
expense is an indirect tax; and I think, an annual tax on @ 
carriage for the conveyance of persons is of that kind; be- 
cause a carriage is a consumable commodity; and such annual 
tax on it is on the expense of the owner.’”’ 

“Mr. Justice Paterson said that ‘the Constitution declares, 
that a capitation ‘tax is a direct tax; and, both in theory and 
practice, a tax on land is deemed to be a direct tax. * v8 
It is not necessary to determine whether a tax on the product 
of land be a direct or indirect tax. Perhaps, the immediate 
product of the hand, in its original and crude state, ought to be 
considered as the land itself; ft makes part of it; or else the 
provision made against taxing exports would be easily eluded, 
Land, independently of its produce, is of no value. * * 
Whether direct taxés, in the sense of the Constitution, com- 
prehend any other tax than a capitation tax, and taxes om 
land, is a questionable point. * * * But as it is not before 
the court, it would be improper to give any decistve opinion 
upon it.’ And he concluded: ‘All taxes on expenses or Com 
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sumption are indirect taxes. A tax on carriages is of this 
kind, and, of course, is not a direct tax.’ This conclusion he 
fortified by reading extracts from Adam Smith on the taxa- 
tion of consumable commodities. 

“Mr. Justice Iredell said: “There is no necessity, or pro- 
priety, in determining what is or is not, a direct or indirect 
tax in all cases. Some difficulties may occur which we do 
not at present foresee. Perhaps a direct tax, in the sense 
of the Constitution, can mean nothing but a tax on something 
inseparably annexed to the soil; something capable of appor- 
tionment under all circumstances. A land or a poll tax may be 
considered of this description. * * * In regard to other arti- 
cles there may pcssibly be considerable doubt. It is sufficient, 
on the present occasion, for the court to be satisfied, that this 
is not a direct tax contemplated by the Constitution, in order 
to affirm the present judgment.’ ”’ 

It will be perceived that each of the justices, while sug- 
gesting doubt whether anything but a capitation or a land tax 
was a direct tax within the meaning of the Constitution, dis- 
tinctly avoided expressing an opinion upon that question or 
laying down a comprehensive definition, but confined his opin- 
lon to the case before the court. 

The general line of observation was obviously influenced 
by Mr. Hamilton's brief for the Government, in which he said: 
“The following are presumed to be the only direct taxes: Cap- 
itation or poll taxes, taxes on lands and buildings, general as- 
sessments, whether on ‘the whole property of individuals, or on 
their whole real or personal estate. All else must of necessity 
be considered as indirect taxes.” 7 Hamilton’s Works 
(Lodge’s Ed.), 332. 

Mr. Hamilton also argued: “If the meaning of the word 
‘excise’ is to be sought in a British statute, it will be found 
to include the duty on carriages, which is there considered 
asan ‘excise. * * * An argument results from this, though 
not perhaps a conclusive one, yet where so important a dis- 
tinction in the Constitution is to be realized, it is fair to seek 
the meaning of terms in the statutory language of that coun- 
try from which our jurisprudence is derived.” Id. 333. 

If the question had related to an income ‘tax, the reference 
Would have been fatal, as such taxes have been always classed 
by the law of Great Britain as direct taxes. 

The above act was to be enforced for two years, but be- 
fore it expired was repealed, as was the similar act of May 
28, 1796, c. 37, which expired Aug. 31, 1891 (1 Stat. 478, 482). 

By the act of July 14, 1798, when a war with France was 
Supposed to be impending, a direct tax of two millions of 
dollars was apportioned to the States respectively, in the man- 
her prescribed, which ‘tax was to be collected by officers of the 
United States and assessed upon “dwelling houses, lands, and 
slaves,” according to the valuations and enumerations to be 
made pursuant to the act of July 9, 1798, entitled: 

“An act to provide for the valuation of lands and dwell- 
ing houses and the enumeration of slaves within the United 
States.” 1 Stat. 597, c. 75; Id. 580, c. 70. Under these acts 
every dwelling house was assessed according to a prescribed 
Value, and the sum of fifty cents upon every slave enumerated, 
@nd the residue of the sum apportioned was directed to be as- 
d upon the lands within each State according to the 





valuation made pursuant to the prior act and at such rate per 
centum as would be sufficient to produce said remainder. By 
the act of Aug. 2, 1813, a direct tax of three millions of dollars 
was laid and apportioned to the States respectively, and ref- 
erence had to the prior act of July 22, 1813, which 

that whenever a direct tax should be laid by the authority of 
the United States the same should be assessed and laid ‘on the 
value of all lands, lots of ground with their improvements, 
dwelling houses and slaves, which several articles subject to 
taxation shall be enumerated and valued, by the ve as- 
sessors at the rate each of them is worth in money.’” (3 Stat. 
53; c. 37: Id. 22, a 16). 

The act of Jan. 19, 1815, laid a direct tax of six millions 
of dollars, which was med, assessed, and laid as in 
the prior act on all lands, lots of grounds with their improve- 
ments, dwelling houses, and slaves. These acts are attributa- 
ble to the war of 1812. . 

The act of Aug. 5, 1861 (12 Stat. 294, c. 45), imposed a tam 
of twenty millions of dollars, which was apportioned and to 
be levied wholly on real estate, and also levied taxes on in- 
comes, whether derived from property or profession, trade or 
vocation (12 Stat. 309), and this was followed by the acts of 
July J, 1862; G2 Stat. 473, c. 119); March 3, 1863; (12 Stat. 718, 
723, ec. 74): June 30, 1864 3 Stat. 281, c. 171); March 3, 1865 G3 
Stat. 479, c. 78); March 10, 1866 (14 Stat. 4 c. 15); July 13, 1866 
(14 Stat. 137 c. 184); March 2, 1867 (14 Stat. 477, c. 169); and 
July 14, 1870 (16 Stat. 256, c. 255). The difference between the 
Jatter acts and that of Aug. 15, 1894. call for no remark in this 
connection. These acts grew out of the war of the rebellion, 
and were, to use the language of Mr. Justice Miller, “part ef 
the system of ‘taxing incomes, earnings and profits adopted dur- 
ing the late war, and abandoned as soon after the war was 
ended as it could be done safely.” Railroad Company v. Col- 
lector, 100 U. 8. 595, 598 

From the foregoing it is apparent: 1. That the distinction 
between direct and indirect taxation was well understood 
the framers of the Constitution and those who adopted it. 
That under the State systems of taxation all taxes on real 
estate or personal property or the rents or income thereof were 
regarded as direct taxes. 3. That the rules of apportionment 
and of uniformity were adopted in view of that distinction 
anid those systems. 4. That whether the tax on carriages was 
direct or indirect was disputed, ‘butt the tax was sustained as a 
tax on the use and an excise. 5. That the original expectation 
was that the power of direct taxation would be exercised only 
in extraordinary exigencies, and down to Aug. 15, 18%, this 
expectation has been realized. The act of that date was 
passed in a time of profound peace, and if we assume that no 
special exigency called for unusual legislation, and that resort 
to this mode of ‘taxation is to become an ordinary and usual 
means of supply, that fact furnishes an additional reason for 
circumspection and care in disposing of the case. 

We proceed, then, to examine certain decisions of this 
court under the acts of 1861 and following years, in which it 
is claimed that this court has heretofore adjudicated that 
taxes like those under consideration are not direct taxes and 
subject to the rule of apportionment, and that we are bound 
to accept the rulings thus asserted to have been made as con-~ 
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clusive in the premises. Is this contention well founded as re- 
Spects the question now under examination? Doubtless the 
doctrine of stare decisis is a salutary one, and to be adhered 
to on all proper occasions, but it only arises in respect of de- 
cisions directly upon the points in issue. 

The ianguage of Chief Justice Marshall in Cohens v. Vir- 
ginia, 6 Wheat. 264, 399, may profitably again be quoted: 

“It is a maxim not to be disregarded that general expres- 
sions in every opinion are to be taken in connection with the 
case in which those expressions are used. If they go beyond 
the case, they may be respected, but ought not to control the 
judgement in a subsequent suit when the very point is pre- 
sented. The reason of the maxim is obvious. The question 
actually before the court is investigated with care and con- 
sidered in its full extent; other principles which may serve to 
illustrate it are considered in their relation to the case decided, 
but ‘their possible bearing on all other cases is seldom com- 
pletely investigated.” 

So in Carroll v. Lessee of Carroll, 16 How. 275, 286, where 
a statute of the State of Maryland came under review, Mr. 
Justice Curtis said: “If the construction put by the court of 
a State upon one of its statutes was not a matter in judgment, 
if it might have ibeen decided either way without affecting any 
right brought into question, then, according to the principles 
of the common law, an opinion on such a question is not a 
decision. To make itso there must have been an application 
of the judicial mind ‘to the precise question necessary to be 
determined to fix the rights of the parties and decide to whom 
the property in contestation belongs. And, therefore, this 
court, and other courts organized under the common law, have 
never held itself bound by any part of an opinion, in any 
case, which was not needful to the ascertainment of the right 
or title in question between the parties.”’ 

Nor is the language of Mr. Chief Justice Taney inapposite, 
as expressed in the Genesee Chief, 12 How. 443, wherein it 
was held that the lakes and navigable waters connecting them 
are within the scope of admiralty and maritime jurisdiction as 
known and understood in the United States when the Con- 
stitution was adopted, and the preceding case of the Thomas 
Jefferson, 10 Wheat. 428, was overruled. The Chief Justiie 
said: “It was under the influence of these precedents and this 
usage that the case of the Thomas Jefferson (10 Wheat. 428) 
was decided in this court, and the jurisdiction of the courts of 
admiralty of the United States declared to be limited to the 
ebb and flow of the tide.. The Steamboat Orleans v. Phoebus, 
11 Pet. 175, afterward followed this case, merely as a point 
decided. 

It is the decision in the case of the Thomas Jefferson which 
mainly emibarrasses the court in the present inquiry. We are 
sensible of the great weight to which it is entitled. But at the 
same time we are convinced that, if we follow it. we follow an 
erroneous decision into which the court fell, when the great 
importance of the question as it now presents itself could not 
be foreseen; and the subject did not, therefore, receive that 
dliberate consideration which at this time could have been 
given to it by the eminent men who presided here when that 
case was decided. For the decision was made in 1825, when 
the commerce on the rivers of the West and on the lake was 
in its infancy, and of little importance, and but little regarded 
compared with that of the present day. Moreover, the nature 
of the questions concerning the extent of the admiralty juris- 
diction, which have arisen in this court, were not calculated to 
call attention particularly to the one we are now considering.” 

Manifestly, as ‘this court is clothed with the power and in- 
trusted with the duty to maintain the fundamental law of the 
Constitution, the discharge of that duty requires it not to extend 
any decision upon a constitutional question if it is comvinced 
that error in principle might supervene. 

Let us examine the cases referred to in the light of these 
observations. 

In Pacific Insurance Co. v. Soule, 7 Wall. 433, the validity 
of a tax which was described as “upon the business of an in- 
surance company” was sustained on the ground that it was 
“a duty or excise,” and came within the decision in Hylton’s 
case. The arguments for the insurance company were elab- 
orate, and took a wide range, but the decision rested on narrow 
ground, and turned on the distinction between an excise duty 
and a tax strictly so termed, regarding the former a charge for 
& privilege, or on the transaction of business, without any nec- 
essary reference to the amount of property belonging to those 
on whom the charge might fall, although it might be increased 
or diminished by the extent to which the privilege was ex- 
ercised or the business was done. This was in accordance with 
Society for Savings v. Coite, 6 Wall. 594; Provident Institution 
v. Massachusetts, Id. 611; and Hamilton Company v. Massa- 
chusetts, Id. 632; in which cases there was a difference of opin- 
fon on the question whether the tax under consideration was a 
tax on the property and not wpon the franchise or privilege. 
And see Van Allen v. The Assessors, 3 Wall. 573; Home Insur- 
ance Co. v. New York, 134 U. S. 594; Pullman Co. y. Pennsyl- 
vania, 141 U. S. 18. 

In Veazie Bank v. Fenno, 8 Wall. 533, a tax was laid on 
the circulation of State banks or national banks paying out the 
notes of individuals or State banks, and it was held that it 
might well ibe classed under the head of duties and as falling 
within the same category as Soule’s case (8 Wall. 547). It was 
declared to be of the same nature as excise taxation on freight 
receipts, bills of lading, and passenger tickets issued by a rail- 
road company. Referring to the discussions in the convention 
which framed the Constitution, Mr. Chief Justice Chase ob- 





served that what was said there “doubtless shows uncer 
as to the true meaning of the term direct tax, but it indi 
also, an understanding that direct taxes were such as may 
be levied by capitation and upon land and appurtenances; op 
perhaps by valuation and assessment of personal property 
general lists. For these were the subjects from which 
States at that time usually raised their principal supplies” 
And in respect of the opinions in Hylton’s case, the Chief 
Justice said: “It may further be taken as established upon 
the testimony of Paterson that the words direct taxes, as used 
in the Constitution, comprehended only capitation taxes and 
taxes on land, and perhaps taxes on personal property by 
general valuation ‘and assessment of the various descriptions 
possessed within the several States.” ‘ 

In National Bank v. The United States, 101 U. S. 1, invol,. 
ing the constitutionality of section 3413 of the Revised Statutes 
enacting that “every national banking association, State bank 
or banker, or association, shall pay a tax of ten per centum on 
the amount of notes of any town, city or municipal corporation, 
paid out by them.” Veazie Bank v. Fenno was cited with ap- 
praval to the point that Congress, having undertaken to pr. 
vide a currency for the whole country, might, to secure the 
benefit of it to the people, restrain, by suitable enactments, the 
circulation as money of any notes not issued under its ay. 
thority; and Mr. Chief Justice Waite, speaking for the court, 
said: “The tax thus laid is not on the obligation, but on its 
use in a particular way.” 


Scholey v. Rew, 23 Wall. 331, as the case of a successicn 
tax which the court held to be “plainly an excise tax, or duty,” 
upon the devolution of the estate or the right to become 
beneficially entitled to the same or the income thereof in pos. 
session or expectancy.” It was like the succession tax of a 
State, held constitutional in Mager v. Grima, 8 How. 409; and 
the distinction between the power of a State and the power 
of the United States to regulate the succession of property was 
not referred to, and does not appear to have been in the ming 
of the court. The opinion stated that the act of Parliament, 
from which the particular provision under consideration wag 
borrowed, ‘had received substantially the same construction, 
and cases under that act hold that a succession of duty is-not 
a tax upon income or upon property, but on the actual benefit 
derived by the individual, determined as prescribed: In re 
Elwes. 3 H. & N. 719; Attorney-General v. Sefton, 2 H. & C, 
362: S. C. (H. L.) 3 H. & C. 1023; 11 H. L. Cas. 257. 

In Railroad Company v. Collector, 100 U. S. 595, the va- 
lidity of a tax collected of a corporation upon the interest paid 
by it upon its bonds was held to be “essentially an excise on the 
business of the class of corporations mentioned in the statute.” 
And Mr. Justice Miller, in delivering the opinion, said: “As 
the sum involved in this suit is small, and the law under which 
the tax in question was collected has long since been repealed, 
the case is of little consequence as regards any principle in- 
volved in it as a rule of future action.” 

All these cases are distinguishable from that in hand, and 
this brings us to consider that of Springer v. United States, 102 
U. S. 586, chiefly relied on and urged upon us as decisive. 

This was an action of ejectment brought on a tax deed is- 
sued to the United States on sale of defendant’s real estate for 
income taxes. The defendant contended that the deed was 
void because the tax was a direct tax, not levied in accordance 
with the Constitution. Unless the tax were wholly invalid, 
the defense failed. 

The statement of the case in the report shows that Springer 
returned a certain amount as his net income for the particular 
year, but does not give the details of what his income, gains 
and profits consisted in. 

The original record discloses that the income was not de- 
rived in any degree from real estate, but was in part profes- 
sional as attorney-at-law, and the rest interest on United States 
bonds. It would seem probable that the court did not feel 
called upon to advert to the distinction between the latter and 
the former source of income, as the validity of the tax as to 
either would sustain the action. 

The opinion thus concludes: “Our conclusions are that direct 
taxes, within the meaning of the Constitution, are only capita- 
tion taxes, as € in that instrument, and taxes on real 
estate; and that the tax of which the plaintiff in error com- 
plains is within the category of an excise or duty.” 

While this language is broad enough to cover the interest 
as well as the professional earnings, the case would have been 
more significant as a precedent if the distinction had been 
brought out in the report and commented on in ‘arriving at 
judgment for a tax on professional receipts might be treated 
as an excise or duty, and therefore indirect, when a tax on 
the income of personalty might be held to be direct. 

Be this as it may, it is conceded in all these cases, from that 
of Hylton to that of Springer, that taxes on land are direct 
taxes, and in none of them is it determined that taxes on rents 
or income derived from land are not taxes on land. We admit 
that it may not unreasonably be said that logically, if taxes 
on the rents, issues and profits of real estate are equivalent 
to taxes on real estate, and are therefore direct taxes, taxes 
on the income of personal property as such are equivalent to 
taxes on such property, and therefore direct taxes. But we 
are considering the rule stare decisis, and we must decline to 
hold ourselves bound to extend the scope of decisions—none of 
which discussed the question whether a tax on the income 
from personalty is equivalent to a tax on that personalty, 
all of which held real estate liable to direct taxation only—s 
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as to sustain a tax on ‘the income of realty on the ground of 
being an excise or duty. 

As no capitation or other direct tax was to be laid other- 
wise than in proportion to the population, some other direct 
tax tham a capitation tax (and it might well enough be argued 
some other tax of the same kind as a capitation tax) must be 
referred to, and it has always been considered that a tax upon 
real estate eco nomine, or upon its owners in respect thereof, is 
a direct tax within the meaning of the Constitution. But is 
there any distinction between the real estate itself or its owners 
in respect of it and the rents or income of the real estate com- 
ing to the owners as the natural and ordinary incident of their 
ownership? 

If the Constitution had provided that Congress should not 
levy any tax upon the real estate of any citizen of any State, 
could it be contended thalt Congress could put an annual tax 
for five or any other number of years upon the rent or income 
of the real estate? And if, as the Constitution now reads, 
no unapportioned tax can be imposed upon real estate, can 
Congress without apportionment nevertheless impose taxes 
upon such real estate under the guise of an annual tax upon 
its rents or incomes? 


As according to the feudal law the whole beneficial interest 
in the land consisted in the right to take the rents and profits, 
the general rule has always been, in the language of Coke, that 
“ifa man seized of land in fee by his deed granteth to another 
the profits of those lands, to have and to hold to him and his 
heirs, and maketh livery secundum forman chartae, the whole 
land itself doth pass. For what is the land but the profits 
thereof?” (Co. Lit. 45). And that a devise of the rents and 
profits or of the income of lands passes ‘the land itself both at 
a7 and in equity: 1 Jarm. on Wills (th ed.), *798 and cases 
cited. 

The requirement of the Constitution is that no direct tax 
shall be laid otherwise than ‘by apportionment—the prohibition 
is not against direct taxes on land, from ‘which the implication 
is sought to be drawn that indirect taxes on the land would 
be constitutional, but it is against all direct taxes—and it is 
admitted that a tax on real estate is a direct tax. Unless, 
therefore, a tax upon rents or income issuing out of lands 
is intrinsically so different from a tax on the land itself that 
it belongs to a wholly different class of taxes, such taxes must 
be regarded as falling within the same category as a tax on 
real estate eo nomine. The name of the tax is unimportant. 
The real question is, is there any basis upon which to rest 
the contention that real estate belongs to one of the two great 
classes of taxes, and the rent or income which is the incident 
of its ownership belongs to the other? We are unable to per- 
ceive any ground for the alleged distinction. An annual tax 
upon the annual value or annual user of real estate appears to 
us the same in substance as an annual tax on the real estate, 
which would be paid out of the rent or income. This law taxes 
the income received from land and the growth or produce of 
the land. Mr. Justice Paterson observed in Hylton’s case, 
‘land, independently of its produce, is of no value; and cer- 
tainly had no thought that direct taxes were confined to un- 
Productive land. 

If it be true that by varying the form the substance may be 
changed. it is not easy to see that anything would remain 
of the limitation of the Constitution, or of the rule of taxation 
and representation, so carefully recognized and guarded in 
favor of %he citizens of each State. But constitutional provi- 
sions can not be thus evaded. It is the substance and not the 
form which controls, as has indeed been established by repeated 
decisions of the court. Thus in Brown v. Maryland, 12 Wheat. 
419, 444, it was held that the tax on the occupation of an 
importer was the same as a tax on imyports, and therefore void. 
And Chief Justice Marshall said: “It is impossible to conceal 
from themselves that.this is varying the form without varying 
the substance. It is treating a prohibition which is general as 
if it were confined to a particular mode of doing the forbidden 
thing. All must perceive that. a tax on the sale of an article 
imported only for sale is a tax on the article itself.” 

In Weston v. Charleston, 2 Pet. 449, it was held that a tax 
on the income of United States securities was a tax on the 
securities themselves, and equally inadmissible. The ordinance 
of the city of Charleston involved in that case was exceedingly 
obscure: but the opinions of Mr. Justice Thompson and Mr. 
Justice Johnson, who dissented, make it clear that the levy was 








upon the interest of the bonds and not wpon the bonds, and 
they held that it was an income tax, and as such sustainable; 
but the majority of the court, Chief Justice Marshall delivering 
the opinion, overruled that contention F 

So in Dobbins v. Commissioners, 16 Pet. 435, it was decided 
that the income from an official position could not be taxed if 
the office itself was exempt. 

In Almy v. California, 24 How. 169, it was held that a 
duty on a bill of lading was the same thing as a duty on the 
article which it represenited; in Railroad Co. v. Jackson, 7, Wall. 
262, that a tax wpon the interest payable on bonds was a tax 
not upon the debtor, but upon the security; and in Cook v. 
Pennsylvania, 97 U. 8S. 566, that a tax upon ‘the amount of sales 
of goods made by an auctioneer was a tax upon the goods sold. 

In Philadelphia Steamship Co. v. Pennsylvania, 122 U. S. 
326, and Léloup v. Mobile, 127 U. S. 640, it was held that a tax 
on income received from interstate commerce was a tax upon 
the commerce itself, and therefore unauthorized. And so, al- 
though it is thoroughly settled that where by way of duties 
laid on the transportation of the subjects of interstate com- 
merece, and on the receipts derived therefrom, or on the occu- 


pation or business of carrying it on, a tax is levied by a State 
on interstate commerce, such taxation amounts to a regulation 
of such commerce, and cannot be sustained, yet the property 
in a State belonging to a corporation, whether foreign or do- 
mestic, engaged in foreign or domestic commerce, may be 


taxed. and when the tax is substantially a mere tax on property 
and not one imyposed on the privilege of doing interstate com- 
meree, the exaction may be sustained. “The substance, and 
not the shadow, determines the validity of the exercise of the 
power.” Postal Telegraph Co. v. Adams, 155 U. S. 688. 


Nothing can be clearer than that what the Constitution in- 
tended to guard against was the exercise by the general Gov- 
ernment of the power of directly taxing persons and property 
within any State through a majority made up from the other 
States. It is true that the effect of requiring direct taxes to be 
apportioned among the States in proportion to their population 
is necessary that the amount of taxes on the individual tax- 
payer in a State having the taxable subject matter to a larger 
extent in proportion to its population than another State has 
would be less than in such other States, but this inequality 
must be held to have been contemplated, and was manifestly 
designed ‘to operate to restrain the exercise of the power of 
direct taxation to extraordinary emergencies, and to prevent 
an attack wpon accumulated property by mere force of num- 
bers. 

It is not doubted that property owners ought to contribute 
in just measure to the expenses of the Government. As to the 
States and the municipalities, this is reached largely through 
the imyposition of direct taxes. As to the Federal Government, 
it is attained in part through excises and indirect taxes upon 
luxuries and consumption generally, to which direct taxation 
may be added to the extent the rule of apportionment allows. 
And through one mode or the other, the entire wealth of the 
country, real and personal, may be made, as it should be, to 
contribute to the common defense and general welfare. 

But the acceptance of the rule of apportionment was one 
of the compromises which made the adoption of the Constitu- 
tion possible, and secured the creation of that dual form of 
government, so elastic, and so strong, which has thus far sur- 
vived in unabated vigor. If by calling a tax indirect when it 
is essentially direct the rule of protection could be frittered 
away, one of the great landmarks defining the boundary be- 
tween the nation and the States of which it is composed 
would have disappeared, and with it one of the bulwarks of 
private rights and private property. 

We are of opinion that the law in question, so far as it 
levies a tax on the rents or inicome of real estate, is in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, and is invalid. 

Another question is directly presented by the record as to 
the validity of the tax levied by the act upon the income de- 
rived from municipal bonds. The averment in the bill is that 
the defendant company owns two millions of the municipal 
bonds of the city of New York, from which it derives an an- 
nual income of $60,000, and that the directors of the company 
intend to return and pay the taxes on the income so derived. 

The Constitution contemplates the independent exercise by 
the nation and the State, severally, of their constitutional 
powers. 
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As the States cannot tax the powers, the operations, or the 
property of the United States, nor the means which they em- 
ploy to carry their powers into execution, so it has been held 
that the United States have no power under the Constitution 
to tax either of the instrumentalities or the property of a 
State. 

A municipal corporation is the representative of the State 
and one of the instrumentalities of the State Government. It 
was long ago determined that the property and revenues of mu- 
nicipal corporations are not subjects of Federal taxation: Col 
lector v. Day, 11 Wall. 115; United States v. Railroad Company, 
17 Wall, .22, 332. In Collector v. Day it was adjudged that 
Congress hiad no power, even by an act taxing all incomes, to 
levy a tax upon the salaries of judicial officers of a State, for 
reasons similar to those on which it had been held in Dobbins 
v. Commissioners, 16 Pet. 435, that a State could not tax the 
salaries of officers of the United States. Mr. Justice Nelson, in 
delivering judgment, said: ‘“‘The general Government, and the 
States, although both exist within the same territorial limits, 
are separate and distinct sovereignties, acting separately and 
independently of each other, within their respective spheres. 
The former in its appropriate sphere is supreme; but the States, 
within the limits of their powers not granted, or, in the lan- 
guage of the tenth amendment, ‘reserved,’ are as independent 
of the general Government as that Government within its 
sphere is independent of ‘the States.” 

This is quoted in Van Brocklin v. Tennessee, 117 U. S. 151, 
178, and the opinion continues: “Applying the same principles 
this court, in United States v. Railroad Company, 17 Wall. 322, 
held that a municipal corporation within a State could not be 
taxed by the United States on the dividends or interest of 
stock or bonds held by it in a railroad or canal company, be- 
cause the muncipal corporation was a representative of the 
State, created by the State to exercise a limited portion of its 
powers of government, and therefore its revenues, like those 
of the State itself, were not taxable by the United States. The 
revenues thus adjudged to be exempt from Federal taxation 
were not themselves appropriated to any specific public use, 
nor derived from propery held by the State or by the munici- 
pal corporation for any specific public use, but were part of the 
general income of that corporation, held for the public use in 
no other sense than all property and income belonging to it in 
its municipal character must be so held. The reasons for ex- 
empting all the property and income of a State or of a munici- 
pal corporation, which is a political division of the State, from 
Federal taxation, equally require the exemption of all the 
property and income of the national Government from State 
taxation.” 

In Mercantile Bank v. New York, 121 U. S. 138, 162, this 
court said: “Bonds issued by the State of New York, or un- 
der its authority by its public municipal bodies, are means for 
carrying on the work of the Government, and are not taxable 
even by the United States, and it is not a part of the policy 
of the Government which issues them to subject them to taxa- 
tion for its own purposes.’’ 

The question in Bonaparte v. Tax Court, 104 U. S. 592, was 
whether the registered public debt of one State, exempt from 
taxation by that State or actually taxed there, was taxable 
by another State when owned by a citizen of the latter, and 
it was held that there was no provision of the Constitution 
of the United States which prohibited such taxation. The States 
had not covenanted that this could not be done, whereas, un- 
der the fundamental law, as to the power to borrow money, 
neither the United States on the one hand, nor ithe States on 
the other, can interfere with that power as possessed by each 
and an essential element of the sovereingty of each. 

The law under consideration provides “that nothing herein 
contained shall apply to States, counties or municipalities.” It 
is contended that although the property or revenues of the 
States or their instrumentalities cannot be taxed, nevertheless 
the income derived from State, county and municipal securities 
can be taxed. But we think the same want of power to tax 
the property or revenues of the States or their instrumentalities 
exists in relation to a tax on the income from their securities 
and for the same reason, and that reason is given by Chief 
Justice Marshall in Weston v. Charleston, 2 Pet. 449, 468, where 
he said: “fhe right to tax the contract to any extent, when 
made, must operate on the power to borrow before it is ex- 
ercised, and have a sensible influence on the contract. The ex- 
tent of this power depends on the will of a distinct government. 
To any extent, however inconsiderable, it is a burden on the 
operations of government. It may be carried to an extent 
which shall arrest them entirely. * * * 

“The tax on Government stock is thought by this court to 
be a tax on the contract, a tax on the power to borrow money 
on the credit of the United States, and consequéntly to be re- 
pugnant to the Constitution.” Applying this language to these 
municfpal securities, it is obvious that taxation on the interest 
therefrom would operate on the power to borrow before it is 
exercised, and would have a sensible influence on the contract, 
and that the tax in question is a tax on the power of the States 
and their instrumentalities to borrow money, and consequently 
repugnant to the Constitution. 

Upon each of the other questions argued at the bar, to wit, 
(1) whether the void provisions as to rents and incomes from 
real estate invalidated the whole act; (2) whether as to the 
income from personal property as such, the act is unconstitu- 
tional as laying direct taxes; (8) whether any part of the tax 
if not considered as a direct tax, is invalid for want of uni- 









formity on either of the grounds 
heard the argument are equally divided, and, therefore, no 
opinion is expressed. 

The result is that the decree of the Circult Court is re. 
versed and the cause remanded with directions to enter a de. 
cree in favor of the complainant in respect only of the vol. 
untary payment of the tax on the rents and income of the rea] 
estate of the defendant company, and of that which it holds in 
trust, and on the income from the municipal bonds owned or go 
held by it. 





THE DECISION OF THE COURT. 


By a decision concurred in by five justices, and dissented 
from by fcur, the Supreme Court of the United States de. 
elared the entire Income Tax law to be null and void, be 
cause of unconstftutionality. The majority opinion, read by 
CHIEF JUSTICE FULLER, is as follows: 

Whenever this court is required to pass upon the validity 
of an act of Congress, attested by the fundamental law enacted 
by the people, the duty imposed demands in its discharge the 
utmost deliberation and care, and invokes the deepest sense 
of responsibility. And this is especially so when the question 
involves the exercise of a great governmenital power and 
brings into consideration as vitally affected by the decision, 
that complex system of governiment, 80 sagaciously framed to 
secure and perpetuate an indestructible Unton, composed of 
indestructible States. We ‘have, therefore, with an anxious 
desire to omit nothing which might in any degree tend to 
elucidaite the questions submitted, and aided by further able 
arguments embodying the fruits of elaborate research, care- 
fullv re-examined these cases with the result that, while our 
former conclusions remain unchanged, their scope must be 
enlarged by the acceptance of their logical consequences. 

The very nature of the Constitution, as observed by Chief 
Justice Marshall in one of his greatest judgments, “requires 
that only its great outline should be marked, its important 
objects designated, and the minor ingredients which compose 
those objects be deduced from the nature of the objects them- 
selves.” In considering this question, then, we must never 
forget that it is a constitution that we are expounding. As 
heretofore stated, the Constitution divided Federal taxation 
into two great classes—the class of direct taxes and the class 
of duties, imposts and excises, and prescribed ‘two rules which 
qualified the grant of power as to each class. The power to 
lay direct ‘taxes, apportioned among the several States in pro- 
portion to their representation in ‘tthe popular branch of Con- 
gress. a representtation based on population as ascertained by 
the census, was plenary and absolute; but to lay direct taxes 
without apportionment was forbidden. The power to lay du- 
ties, imposts and excises was subject to the qualification that 
the imposition must be uniform throughout the United States. 

Our previous decision was confined ‘to the consideration of 
the validity of the tax on the income from real estate and un 
the income from municipal bonds. The questfon thus limited 
was whether such taxation was direct or not, in the meaning 
of the Constitution, and the court went no further, as to the 
tax on ‘tthe incomes from real estate, than to hold that it fell 
within the same class as the source whence the income was de- 
rived: that is, that a tax upon the realty and a tax upon the 
receipts therefrom were alike direct. While as to the income 
from municipal bonds, that could not be taxed, because of 
want of power to tax the source, and no reference was made 
to the nature of the tax as being direct or indtrect. 

We are now permitted to broaden the field of inquiry and 
determine to which of the great classes a tax upon a person’s 
entire income, whether derived from rents or products, or other- 
wise of real estate, or from bonds, stocks, or other forms of 
personal property, belongs; and we are unable to conclude 
that the enforced subtraction from tthe yield of all the owners 
of real or personal property, in the manner prescribed, is so 
different from.a tax upon the property itself that it is nota 
direct, but an indirect tax, in the meaning of the Constitution. 

The words of the Constitution are to be taken in their obvious 
sense and to have a reasonable construction. In Gibbons vs. 
Ogden, Mr. Chief Justice Marshall, with his usual felicity, said: 
“As men whose intentions require no concealment generally 
employ the words which most directly and aptly express the 
ideas they intend to convey, the enlightened pa'triots who 
framed our Constitution and the people who adopted it, must 
be understood tio have employed words in their natural sense 
and ‘to have intended what they have said.’’ 

We know of no reason for holding otherwise thaf) that the 
words ‘‘3irect taxes’’ on the one hand and “duties, and 
excises’”’ on the other were used in the Constitution in their 
natural and obvious sense; nor in arriving at what those 
terms embrace, do we perceive any ground for enlarging them 
beyond or narrowing them within their natural and obvious 
import at the time the Constitution was framed and ratified. 

And, passing from ‘the text, we regard the conclusion 
reached as inevitable, when ‘the circumstances which sur- 
rounded the convention and controlled its action and the views 
of those who framed and those. who adopted the Constitution 
are considered. 

We do not care to retravel ground already traversed, but 
some observations may be added. In the light of the struggle 
in the convention as to whether the new nation should be em- 
powered to levy taxes directly on the individual until after the 
States had failed to respond to requisitions, a struggle which 
did not terminate until the amendment to that effect pro- 
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posed by Massachusetts and concurred in by South Carolina, 
New Hampshire, New York and Rhode Island, had been re- 
jected it would seem beyond reasonable question that direct 
taxation, taking the place as it did of requisitions, was pur- 
posely restrained to apportionment according to representation, 
in order that the former system as to ratio might be retained, 
while the mode of collection was changed. 

This is forcibly flustrated by a letter of Mr. Madison of 
Jan. 29, 1789, recently published, written after the ratification 
of the Constitution, but before the organization of the Govern- 
ment and the submission of 'the proposed amendment to Con- 
gress, which, while opposing the amendment as calculated to 


* impair the power only to be exercised in “extraordinary emer- 


,” assigns adequate ground for its rejection as sub- 
stantially unmneceswary, since, he says, “every State which 
chooses to collect its own quota may always prevent a Federal 
<olection by keeping a little beforehand in its finances, and 
making its payment at once into the Federal Treasury.” 

On this point of the prohibition of direct taxation by the 
framers of the Constitution, the court said: 

The reason for the clauses of the Constitution in respect 
of direct taxation are not far to seek. The States, respectively, 
possessed plenary powers of taxation. They could tax the prop- 
erty of their citizens in such manner and to such extent as 
they saw fit; they had unrestricted powers to impose duties 
or imposts on imports from abroad and excises on manufac- 
tures, consumable commodities or otherwise. They gave up 
the great sources of revenue derived from commerce; they re- 
tained the concurrent power of levying excises and duties if 
covering anything other than excises; but in respect of them 
the range of taxation was narrowed by the power granted 
over interstate commerce and by the danger of being put at 
disadvantage in dealing with excises of manufactures. They 
retained the power of direct taxation, and to that they looked 
48 their chief resource. But even in respect of that they granted 
the concurrent power, and if the tax were placed by both 
Governments on the same subject the claim of the United 
States had preference. Therefore, they did mot grant the 
mower of direct taxa'tion without regard to their own condition 
and resources as States; but they granted the power of ap- 
portioned direct taxation, a power just as efficacious to serve 
the needs of the general Government, but securing to the 
States the opportunity to pay the amount apportioned, and to 
recoup from their own cfitizens in the most feasible way and 
in harmony with their systems of local self-government. 
If, in the changes of wealth and population in particular 
States apportionment produced inequality, it was an inequal- 
ity stipvlatted for, just as the equal representation of the 
States. however small, in the Senate was stipulated for. The 
Constitution ordains affirmatively that each State shall have 
two members of that body, and negatively that no State shall 
by amendment be deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate 
without its consent. The Constitution ordains affirmatively 
tha. representatives and direct taxes shall be apportioned 
ite Gtrect tax ctiusl be tank aekene tere envely 

x s ess in 
Ah sng proportion to the 
— founders anticipated that the expenditures of the 
es, their counties, cities and towns would chiefly be met 
by direct taxation on accumulated property, while they ex- 
Dected those of the Federal Government would be, for the 
oa Dart, met by indirect taxes. And in order that the power 
rect taxation by the general Government should not be 
ra except on necessity; and, when the necessity arose, 
ld be so exercised as to leave ‘the States at liberty to dis- 
> gd their respective obligations, and should not be so exer- 
» unfairly and discriminatingly, as to particular States or 
otherwise. by a mere majority vote, possibly, of those whose 
> gral were intentionally not subjected to any part of 
ae, the qualified grant was made. Those who made it 
— that the power to tax involved the power to destroy, and 
in the language of Chief Justice Marshall, “the only se- 
Pod against the abuse of this power is found in the structure 
the Government itself. In imposing a tax the Legislature 
cts upon its constituents. This is, in general, a sufficient se- 
curity against erroneous and oppressive taxation.” And they 
MWtained this security by providing that direct taxation and rep- 
Téentation in the lower house of Congress should be adjusted 
™ the same measure. 

‘Moreover, whatever the reasons for the constitutional provis- 

there they are, and they appear to us to speak in plain 








language. It is said that a tax on the whole income of property 
is not a direct tax in the meaning of the Constitution, but a 
duty, and, as a duty, leviable without apportionment, whether 
direct or indirect. We do not think so. Direct taxation was 
not restricted in one breath, and the restriction blown to the 
winds in another. 

Cooley (on taxation) says that the word “duty” ordinarily 
“means an indirect tax imposed on the importation, exporta- 
tion or consumption of goods,” having “a broader meaning 
than customs. which is a duty imposed on imports or exports;” 
that “the term impost also signifies any tax, tribute or duty, 
but it is seldom applied to any but -the indirect taxes. An 
excise duty is an inland impost levied upon articles of manu- 
facture or sale, and also upon licenses to pursue certain trades 
or to deal in certain commodities. 

In the Constitution the words “duties, imposts and excises” 
are put in antithesis to direct taxes. In this connection it 
may be useful, though at the risk of repetition,.'to refer to the 
views of Hamilton and Madison as thrown into relief in the 
pages of the Federalist and in respect of the enactment of 
the Carriage Tax act, and again to briefly consider the Hylton 


, case, sO much dwelt on in argument. 


The act of June 4, 1794, laying duties upon carriages for 
the conveyance of persons, was in a time of threat- 
ened war. It was, therefore, as much a part of a system of 
taxation in war times as was the income tax of the War of the 
Rebellion. The bill passed the House on May 29, apparently 
after a very short debate. Mr. Madison and Mr. Ames are the 
only speakers on that day reported in the annals. Mr. Madison 
obiected to this tax on carriages as an unconstitutional tax, 
and as an unconstitutional measure he would vote against it. 
Mr. Ames said: “It was not to be wondered at that he, coming 
from so different a part of the country, should have a different 
idea of this tax from the gentleman who spoke last. In Massa- 
chusetts this ‘tax had been long known, and there it was called 
an excise. It was difficult to define whether a tax is direct or 
not. He had satisfied himself that this was not so.” 

It appears that Mr. Madison regarded the Carriage Tax bill 
as unconstitutional, and acordingly gave his vote against it, 
although it was to a large extent, if not altogether, a war 
measure. Where did Mr. Hamilton stand? At that time he was 
Secretary of the Treasury, and it may, therefore, be assumed, 
without proof, that he favored the legislation. But upon what 
zicund? He must, of course, have come to the conclusion 
thiat it was not a direct tax. Did he agree with Mr. Fisher 
Ames. his personal and political friend, that the tax was an 
excise? The evidence is overwhelming that he did. From arti- 
cles in the Federalist it appears to us to inevitably follow that 
in Mr. Hamilton’s judgment at that time all internal taxes, 
except duties and excise on articles of consumption, fell into 
the category of direct taxes. 

Did he, in supporting the Carriage Tax bill, change his 
views in this respect? His argument in the Hylton case in 
support of the law enables us to answer this question. It 
was not reported by Dallas, but was published in 185] by his 
son in the edition of all of Hamilton’s writings except the Fed- 
eralist. After saying that we shall-seek in vain for any legal 
meaning of the respective terms “direct” and “indirect” taxes, 
and forcibly stating the impossibility of collecting the tax 
if it is to be considered as a direct tax, he says, doubtingly: 
“The following are presumed to be the only direct taxes—Capi- 
tation or poll taxes; taxes on land and buildings; general assess- 
ments. whether on the whole property of individuals or on 
their whole real or personal estate; all else must of necessity 
be considered as indirect taxes.”’ Duties, imposts and excises 
appear to be contradistinguished from taxes. “If the meaning 
of the word excise is to be sought in the British statutes it 
will be found to include the duty on carriages, which is there 
considered as an excise. Where so important a distinction in 
the Constitution is to be realized, it is fair to seek the meaning 
of terms in the statutory language of that country from which 
our jurisprudence is derived.” Mr. Hamilton therefore clearly 
supported the law which Mr. Madison opposed, for the same 
reason that his friend Fisher Ames did, because it was an 
excise, and as such was specifically comprehended by the Con- 
stitution. 

Any loose expressions in definition of the word direct, so 
far as conflicting with his well-conceived views in the Federal- 
ist, must be regarded as the liberty which the advocate usually 
considers himself entitled to take with his subject. He gives, 
however, it seems to us, a definition which covers the question 
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before us. A tax upon one’s whole income is a tax upon the 
annual receipts from his whole property, and as such it is a 
tax upon that property, and a direct tax, in the meaning of the 
Constitution. And Mr. Hamilton, in his report on the public 
credit, in referring to contracts with citizens of a foreign 
country. said: “This principle, which seems critically correct, 
would exempt as well the income as the capital of the property. 
It protects the use as effectually as the thing. What, in fact, 
is property but a fiction, without the beneficial use of it? In 
many cases. indeed, the income or annuity is the property 
itself.” 


We think there is nothing in the Hylton case in conflict with 
the foregoing. The case is badly reported. What was decided 
in the Hylton case was that a tax on carriages was an excise 
and therefore an indirect tax. The contention of Mr. Madison 
in the House was only so far disturbed by it that the Court 
classified it where he himself would have held it constitutional, 
and he subsequently, as President, approved a similar act. The 
contention’ of Mr. Hamilton in the Federalist was not dis- 
turbed in the least. In our judgment, the construction given to 
the Constitution by the authors of the Federalist (the five num- 
bers contributed by Chief Justice Jay related to the danger 
from foreign force and influence and to the treaty-making 
power) should not and cannot be disregarded. 


The opinion next took up the argument that a tax on 
property is not a direct tax within the meaning of the Constitu- 
tion, and on this point the Chief Justice said: “The Constitu- 
tion prohibits any direct tax, proportioned in numbers as as- 
certajned by the census, and in the light of the circumstances 
to which we have referred, is it not an evasion of that prohibi- 
tion to hold that a general unapportioned tax imposed upon 
all property owners as a body for or in respect of their 
property is not direct in the meaning of the Constitution be- 
cause confined to the income therefrom? Whatever the specu- 
lative views of political economists or revenue reformers may 
be, can it be properly held that the Constitution, taken in its 
Dilain and obvious sense, and with due regard to the circum- 
stances attending the formation of the Government, authorizes 
an unapportioned tax on the products of the farm and rents 
of real estate, although imposed merely because of ownership 
and with no possible means of escape from payment, as be- 
longing to a totally different class from that which includes 
the property from whence the income proceeds? 

There can be but one answer, unless the constitutional re- 
striction is to be treated as utterly illusory and futile, and 
the obiect of its framers defeated. We find it impossible to hold 
that a fundamental requisition, deemed so important as to be 
enforced by two provisions, one affirmative and one negative, 
can be refined away by forced distinctions between that which 
ives value to property and the property itself. Nor can we 
perceive any ground why the same reasoning does not apply 
to capital in personalty held for the purpose of income or 
ordinarily yielding income, and to the income therefrom 
All the real estate of the country, all its invested personal 
property, are open to the direct operation of the taxing power 
if an apportionment be made according to the Constitution. 
The Constitution does not say that no direct tax shall be laid 
by apportionment on any other property than land. On the 
contrary, it forbids all unapportioned direct taxes. 

Nor are we impressed with the argument that because in 
the four instances in which the power of direct taxation has 
been exercised Congress did not see fit, for reasons of ex- 
pediency, to levy a tax upon personalty, that this amounts to 
such a practical construction of the Constitution that the 
power did not exist that we must regard ourselves bound by it. 
We should regret to be compelled to hold the powers of the 
zeneral Government thus restricted, and certainly cannot ac- 
cede to the idea that the Constitution has become weakened 
by a particular course of inaction under it. 

The stress of the argument is thrown, however, on the as- 
sertion that an income tax is not a property tax at all; that 
it is not a real-estate tax, or a crop tax, or a bond tax; that 
it is an assessment upon the taxpayer on account of his 
money-spending power as shown by ‘his revenue for the year 
preceding the assessment; that rents received, crops harvested, 
interest collected, have lost all connection with their origin, and 
although once not taxable, have become transmuted in their 
new form into taxable subject matter; in other words, that in- 
come is taxable irrespective of the source from whence it is 
derived. 

The Chief-Justice said that since the Court had held unani- 
mously that the receipts from municipal bonds could not be 
taxed because the bonds were instruments of the States, the 
same rule applies to revenue from other sources not subject 
to the tax; and the lack of power to levy any but an appor- 
tioned tax on real and personal property equally exists as to 
the revenue therefrom. The Court does not understand, the 
Chief Justice said, that the income tax has ever been re- 
garded in England as other than a direct tax. 

After this review of cases and consideration of arguments 
of c’unsel the Court as it approached its conclusion made the 
following general argument: 

If it were the fact that there ‘had been no Income Tax law 
such as this at the time the Constitution was framed and 
adopted, it would not be of controlling importance. A direct 
tax cannot be taken out of the constitutional rule because the 
particular tax did not exist at the ‘time the rule was pre- 
scribed. As Chief Justice Marshall said in the Dartmouth Col- 
lege case: “It is not enough to Say that this particular case 








was not in the mind of the convention, when the article 
framed, nor of the American people when it was adopted, 
is necessary to go further, and to say that, had this 
case been suggested, the language would have been so y 

as to exclude it, or it would have been’ made a special 

tion. The case, being within the words of the rule, must fh. 
within its operation likewise, unless there be something in the 
literal construction so obviously absurd, or mischievous, or re. 
pugnant, as to justify those who expound the Constitution jp 
making it an exception.” 4 Wheat, 518, 644. 

Being direct, and therefore to be laid by apportionment, js 
there any real difficulty in doing so? Cannot Congress, if the 
necessity exist of raising thirty, forty, or any other number of 
rililon dollars for the support of the Government in addition 
to the revenue from duties, imposts and excises, apportion the 
quota of each Staite upon the basis of the census, and thus a4. 
vise it of the payment which must be made and proceed to 
assess that amount on all the real and personal property 
the income of all persons in the State, and collect the same jf 
the State does not in the mean time assume and pay its quota 
and collect the amount according to its own system and in its 
own way? Inconveniences might possibly attend the levy of 
an income tax, but that it is apportionable is hardly denied, aj. 
though it is asserted that it would operate so unequally as 1» 
be undesirable. 

In the disposition of the inquiry whether a general unap. 
portioned tax on the income of real and personal property 
can be sustained, under the Constitution, fit is apparent that 
the suggestion that the result of compliance with the funda- 
mental law would lead to the abandonment of that method of 
taxation altogether, because of inequalities alleged to neces. 
sarily accompany its pursuit, could not be allowed to influence 
the conclusion. but the suggestion not unnaturally invites at- 
tention to the contention of appellant’s counsel, that the want 
of uniformity and equality in this act is such as to invalidate 
it. And figures drawn from the census are given showing that 
enormous assets of mutual insurance companies, of building 
associations, of mutual savings banks, large productive prop- 
erty of ecclesiastical organizations are exempted, and that the 
exemptions reach so many hundred mililons that the rate of 
taxation would perhaps have been reduced one-half if they had 
not been made. We are not dealing with the act from that 
point of view, but assuming the data to be substantially relj- 
able, if the sum desired to be raised had been apportioned, 
it may be doubted whether any State which paid its quota and 


its Constitution, have allowed a large part of the property al- 
luded to to escape taxation. If so, a better measure of equality 
would have been attained than would be otherwise possible, 
since, according to the argument for the Government, the rule 
of equality is not prescribed by the Constitution as to Federal 
taxation, and the observance of such a rule as inherent in all 
just taxation is purely matter of legislative discretion. 
Elaborate argument is made as to the efficacy and merits of 
an income tax in general, as on one hand, equal and just, and 
on the other. elastic and certain; not that it is not open to 
abuse bv such deductions and exemptions as might make tax- 
ation under it so wanting in uniformity and equality as in 
substance to amount to deprivation of property without due 
process of law; not that it is not open to fraud and evasion, 
and inaulisitorial in its methods, but because it is pre-eminently 
a tax upon the rich, and enables the burden of taxes on con- 
sumption and of duties on imports to be sensibly diminished. 
And it is said that the United States, as “‘the representative of 
an idivisible nationality,as a political sovereign equal in author- 
ity to any other on the face of the globe, adequate to all emer- 
gencies, foreign or domestic, and having at ite command for of- 
fense and defense,and for all Governmental purposes, all the re- 
sources of the naition,’’ would be “but a maimed and crippled 
creation after all” unless it possesses the power to lay a taxm 
the income of real and personal property throughout the United 
States without apportionment. The power to tax real and per- 
sonal property and the income from both, through apportion- 
ment is conceded; that such a tax is a direct tax in the meaning 
of the Constitution has not been and, in our judgment, cannot 
be successfully denied; and yet we are thus invited to hesitate 
in the enforcement of the mandate of the Constitution which 
prohibits Congress from laying a direct tax on the revenue 
from property of the citizen without regard to State lines, and 
in such manner that the States cannot intervene by payment in 
reevlation of their own resources, lest a government of dele 
gated powers should be found to be, not less powerful, but less 
absolute. than the imagination of the advocate had supposed. 
We are are not here concerned with the question whether 
an income tax be or be not desirable, nor whether such a tax 
would enable the Government to diminish taxes on consumption 
and duties on imports, and to enter upon what may be be 
lieved to be a reform of ite fiscal and commercial system. 
Questions of that character belong to the controversies of 
political parties. and cannot be settled by judicial decision. In 
these cases our province is to determine whether this income 
tix on the revenue from property does or does not belong 
the class of direct taxes. If it does, it is, being unapportioned, 
in violation of the Constitution, and we must so declare. Dif- 
ferences have occurred in this Court—differences exist now— 
but there has never been a time in its history when there has 
been a difference of opinion as to its duty to announce its 





liberate conclusions unaffected by considerations not pertaining 
to the case in hand. 


collected the amount by its own methods would or could, under - 
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~ Commentaries on the Law of Insurance. 


By CHAS. F. BEACH, Jr., Esq., Author of “Contributory Negligence,” “Modern Equity,” etc. 


2 Vols., Svo., $12.00, net. 








LeonarD A. Jones, Esq., author of the remarkable 
series of Law Books on Mortgages, etc., writes as follows of 
Mr. Beach’s work in the American Law Review of St. Louis. 

“The following are the noteworthy characteristics of this work. 


The text is clearly written; the uncettled and disputed questions of 
the law are stated and discussed with unusual care and good judg- 





ment; the language of the courts in deciding important questions 
is quoted wherever possible; the latest decisions are given much 
prominence ; and the whole work is arranged in an orderly and con- 
venient way. About six thousand cases are cited in the notes. * * * 
The ultimate test of the value of a law treatise comes in the use of 
it, and a comparison of the decisions with the author’s presentation 
of the subject in his text. So far as we have been able to examine 
the book in this way, it stands the test well. In fact, the more we 
a examined it, the more we are impressed with its worth and use- 
ulness. 





SOLD BY ALL LAW BOOKSELLERS. SENT, POSTPAID, BY 


HOUGHTON, MIFFLIN & CO, Boston; 


_— 


If it be true that the Constitution shoum have been so 
framed that a tax of this kind could be laid, the instrument 
defines the way for its amendment. In no part of it was 
greater sagacity displayed. Except that no State, without its 
consent. can be deprived of fts equal suffrage in the Senate, 
the Constitution may be amended upon the concurrence of two 
thirds of both houses, and the ratification of the Legislatures 
or conventions of the several States, or through a Federal con- 
yention. when applied for by the Legislatures of two-thirds of 
the States. and upon like ratification. The ultimate sovereign- 
ity may be thus called into play by a slow and deliberate 
process. which gives time for mere hypothesis and opinion to 
exhaust themselves, and the sober second thought of every 
part of the country to be asserted. 

We have considered the act only in respect of the tax on in- 
come derived from real estate and from invested personal 
property, and have not commented on so much of it as bears 
on gain or profits from business, privileges or employments, in 
yliew of the instances in which taxation on business privileges 
or employments has assumed the guise of an excise tax and 
been sustained as such. Being of opinion that so much of the 
sections of this law as lays a tax on income from real and per- 
gonal property is invalid, we are brought to the question of the 
effect of the conclusion upon these sections as a whole. 

It is elementary that the same statute may be in part con- 
stitutional and in part unconstitutional, and if the parts are 
wholly independent of each other, that which is constitutional 
may stand, while that which is unconstitutional will be re- 
jected. And in the case before us there is no question as to the 
validity of this act, except sections 27 to 37, inclusive, which 
Telate to the subject which has been under discussion, and as 
to them we think the rule laid down by Chief Justice Shaw, 
in Warren vs. Charleston, is applicable, that if the different 
parts “are so mutually connected with and dependent on each 
other, as conditions, considerations or compensations for each 
other, as to warrant a belief that the Legislature intended 
them as a whole, and that if all could not be carried into effect 
the Legislature would not pass the residue independently, and 
#ome varts are unconstitutional, all the provisions which are 
thur independent, conditional or connected must fall with 
them.” Or, as the point is put by Mr. Justice Matthews, in 
Pcindexter vs. Greenhow, “it is undoubtedly true that there 
May be cases where one part of a statute may be enforced as 
constitutional and another be declared inoperative and void be- 
Cause unconstitutional; but these are cases where the parts 
are so distinctly separable that each can stand alone, and 
where the court is able to see and to declare that the intention 
of the Uegisiature was that the part pronounced valid should 
be enforveable, even thugh the other part should fail. ‘fo a 1d 
otherwise would be to substitute for the law intended dy the 
Tegisiature one they may have never been willing by itself to 
enact.” And again, as stated by the same eminent Judge, in 

igue vs. Thon:pson, where it was urged that certain illegal 
exceptions in a section of a statute might be disregarded, but 
that the rest could stand: “The insuperable difficulty with the 
application of that principle of construction to the present in- 
stance is that by rejecting the exceptions intended by the 
Legirlature of Georgia the statute is made to enact what con- 
fesxedly the Legislature never meant. It confers upon the 
Statute a positive operation beyond the legislative intent, and 
beyonce what any one can say it would have enacted in view 
of the illegality of the exceptions.” 

According to the census, the true valuation of real and per- 
Supai property in the United States in 1890 was $65,307,901,197, 

which real eetate, with improvements thereon, made up 

044.544.3383. Of course, from the latter must be deducted 
ih anplvine these sections all unproductive property and all 
Pittertv whose net yield does not exceed $4,000, but even 
With such deductions it is evident that the income from realty 
pened & vital part of the scheme for taxation embodied there- 

If that be stricken out, and also the income from all in- 
hy personal property, bonds, stocks, investments of all 

Ss. it is obvious that by far the largest part of the antici- 
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pated revenue would be eliminated, and this would leave the 
burden of the tax to be borne by professions, trades, employ- 
ments or vocations, and in that way what was intended as a 
tax on capital would remain in substance a tax on occupations 
and labor. We canont believe that such was the intention of 
Congress. We do not mean to say that an act laying by ap- 
portiomment a direct tax on all real estate and personal prop- 
erty or the income thereof might not also lay excise taxes on 


busi.ess, privileges, employments and vocations. But this is 
not such an act, and the scheme must be considered as a 
whole. Being invalid as to the greater part and falling, as the 
tax would, if any part were held valid, in a direction which 
could not have been contemplated except in connection with 
the taxation considered as an entirety, we are constrained to 
conclude that sections 27 to 37, inclusive, of the act, which be- 


came a law without the signature of the President on Aug. 28, 
1894, are wholly inoperative and void. 


The conclusions of the court, as announced by the Chief 
Justice. were as follows: 

First—We adhere to the opinion already announced that 
taxes on real estate being undisputably direct taxes, taxes on 
the rents or incomes of real estate are equally direct taxes. 


Second—We are of the opinion that taxes on personal prop- 
erty or on the income of personal property are likewise direct 
taxes. 

Third—The tax imposed by sections 27 to 37, inclusive, of 
the Act of 1894, so far as it falls on the income of real estate 
und of personal property, being a direct tax within the mean- 
ing of the Constitution, and therefore unconstitutional and 
void because not apportioned according to represenitation, all 
those sections constituting one entire scheme of taxation are 
necessarily invalid. . 

The decrees hereinbefore entered in this court will be va- 
cated. The decree below will be reversed, and the cases re- 
manded, with instructions to grant the relief prayed. 

(Note.—Sections 27 to 37 of the Tariff act of 1894 referred to 
in the conclusions of the Court in the opinions are all the sec- 
tiens of the act relating to the income tax, so that the entire 
tax law is declared void specifically.) 

It has been impossible to secure a full copy of the dissent- 
ing opinions, but their text and conclusions may be summa- 
rized as follows: , 

JUSTICE HARLAN—After a brief argument against the 
pceition of the court construing taxes on incomes derived from 
rents a direct tax, the Justice said: 

In my fudgement, to say nothing of the dsregard of the 
former adiudications of this court and of the practice of the 
Gcvernment for a century, this decision may well excite the 
gravest apprehensions. It strikes at the very foundations of 
netic pal authority in that it denies to the general Government 
a power which is, or may at some time in a great emergency 
such as war, become vital to the existence and preservation of 
the Union. It tends to re-establish the condition of helpless- 
nese in which Congress found itself during the period of the 
Articles of Confederation, when it was without power by laws 
operating directly upon individuals to lay and collect. through 
its own agents, taxes sufficient to pay debts and to defray 
expenses of government, and was dependent in all such mat- 
ters upon the good will of the States and their promptness in 
meeting the requisitions made upon them by Congress. 

Why do I say that the decision just rendered impairs cor 
menaces the national authority? 

The reason is so apparent that it needs only to be stated. 
In its practical operation this decision withdraws from national 
taxation not only all incomes derived from real estate, but 
the personal property of the whole country—invested personal 
property, bonds, stocks, investments of all kinds—and the 
income that may be derived from such property. This results 
from the fact that, under the decision of the court, such in- 
comes cannot be taxed otherwise than by apportionment among 
the States on the basis simply of population. No such appor- 
tlomment can possibly be made without doing monstrous, wicked 
injustice to the many for the benefit of the favored few in 
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particular States. Any attempt upon the part of Congress to 
apportion ‘taxation of imcomes among the States, upon the 
basis of their population, would and properly ought to arouse 
guch indignation among the free men of America that it would 
never be repeated. No one ought ‘to doubt this statement. 
When, therefore, this court adjudges, as it does now adjudge, 
that Congress cannot impose a duty or tax upon income arising 
from real estateo r from investment or personal property, or 
upon income arising from “invested personal property, bonds, 
stocks, investments of all kinds,” except by apportioning the 
sum to be so raised among the States according to population, 
it practically decides that, without any amendment to the 
Constitution, such incomes can never be made to contribute to 
the natural support of the Government. 

But this is not all. The decision now made will inevitably 
provoke a contest in this counttry from which the American 
People would thave been spared if this court had not over- 
turned its former adjudications, and had adhered to those 
principles of taxation under which our Government, following 
the repeated adjudications of this court, has always ‘been ad- 
ministered. Thoughtful, conservative men have uniformly held 
that the Government could not be admiinistered safely except 
upon principles of right, justice and equality—without discrim- 
ination against any part of the people because of their owing 
or owning invested or tangible property. 

Under ‘the operation of the decision just rendered Con- 
gress cannot for purposes of revenue impose a general tax 
even upon the valuable rigs and valuable race-horses of the 
country as property uniess it apportion such tax among the 
States according to population; but it may, without such appor- 
tionment and directly in ‘the rule of uniformity, reach individ- 
ual workmen, artisans, men of business, authors, lawyers, phy- 
- gicians and ministers, owning no invested personal property, 

and make each one, in respect of his own earnings and in 
whatever State he may reside, pay this tax according to the 
amount of his earnings. The result of the decision now made 
is that while all had supposed that the Constitution recog- 
nized the perfect equality of all the people for whom it was 
ordained, it yet gives privileges and exemptions to money 
invested in valuable dogs or valuable racehorses, which are 
withheld from money earned by manual labor, or by the use 
of the brain, but not invested in personal property, bonds, stock, 
etc., yielding an income. 

Under the system now promuigated the people of a State 
containing 1,000,000 inhabitanits, who receive annually $20,000,- 
000 of income from real and invested personal property, would 
Pay no more than would be exacted from the people of an- 
other State having the same number of inhabitanits, but who 
receive an income from the same kind of property of only 
$5.000.000. If this new theory of the Constitution, as I believe it 
to be. if this new departure from the way marked out by the 
Fathers, is justified by the fundamental law, the American 
people cannot ‘too soon amend their Constitution. 

lt was said in argument that the passage of the statute 
imposing thiis income ‘tax was an assault by the poor upon the 
rich, and by every form of eloquent speech this court has been 
urged to stand in the breach for ‘the protection of the just 
Tights of property against the advancing hosts of Socialism. 
With the policy of legislation of this character, this court has 
nothing to do. That is for the legislative branch of thie 
Government. It is for Congress to determine whether the 
necessities of the Government are to be met or ‘the interests of 
the people subserved by the taxation of imcomes, and with 
that determination this court can have no rightful concern. 
The safety of our institutions demands ‘thalt each department 
of Government shall keep within its legitimate s as de- 
fined by the supreme law of the land. We deal here only with 
questions of law. Undoubtedly the present law contains ex- 
emptions that ought never have been made, but such exemp- 
tions may be disregarded without invalidating the entire law. 
If it were true that this legislation, in its important aspects 
sand its essence, discriminated against the rich because of 
their wealth, 'the court might well declare that it was repug- 
Mant to those principles of natural right and equality upon 
which our free institutions rest. But it is not of that character. 

We are told in argument that the burden of this income tax, 
if collected, will fall, and was imposed that it might fall, al- 
most entirely upon the people of a few States, anid that it hes 
been imposed by the votes of Senators and Representatives of 
States whose people will pay relatively a very small part of it. 
This suggestion, it is supposed, throws light upon the construc- 
tion to be given to the Constitution, and constitutes a suffi- 
cient reason why this court should strike down 'the provision 
that Congress has made for an income tax. It is a suggestion 
that ought never to have been made in a court of justice. But 
ét seems to have received some consideration at ithe hands of 
the court in the opinion delivered. Are those in whose behalf 
arguments are made that rest upon favoritism by ‘the law-mak- 
ing power to mere property and to particular sections of the 
country aware that ‘they are provoking a contest which in some 
countries has swept away, in a tempest of frenzy and passion, 
existing social organizations and put in peril all thait was dear 
to the friends of law and order? Are they yet to learn that 
such arguments tend to arouse a conflict 'that may result in giv- 
ing lite, energy and power as well to those in our midst who are 
eager to array section against section as to those, unhap- 
pily not few in number, who are without any proper idea of our 
free institutions, and who have neither respect for the rights of 
property nor any conception of what is liberty regulated by law? 

* * The judgment just rendered defeats the purpose of Con- 








gress by taking out of 'the revenue not less than thirty mil 
and possibly fifty “millions, of dollars, expected to be raised 
incomes. We know from ‘the official journals of both houses of 
Congress that taxation would not have been reduced to the 
extent it was by the Wilson act but for the belief thait if the 
country ‘had the benefit of revenue derived from a tax on jp. 
comes that could be safely done. We know from official sources 
that each house of Congress distinctly refused to strike oy 
the provisions imposing a tax on incomes. In every possible way 
the two houses of Congress indicated that it must be a pag 
of any scheme for the reduction of taxation and for raising 
revenue for ‘the support of the Government, that (with cer. 
tain exceptions) incomes arising from every kind of p 

and from every trade and calling should bear some of the 
burdens of taxation imposed. If the court knows or is justifieg 
in believing that Congress would not have provided an income 
tax which did not include a tax on incomes from real 

we are justified in believing ‘that the Wilson act would no 
have become a law without provision being made in it for an, 
income tax. If, therefore, all the income tax sections of the 
Wilson act must fall because some of them are invalid, does 
not the judgement of this day rendered furnish ground for the 
contention that the entire act falls when the court strikes 
from it all of the income tax provisions, without which the 
act would never have been passed? 

But the court takes care to say that there is no question 
as to the validity of any part of the Wilson act except those 
sections which provide for a tax on incomes. Thus, something 
is saved for the support and maintenace of the Government. 
It, nevertheless, results that those parts of the Wilson act 
which survive ‘the new theory of the Constitution evolved by 
these cases are those imposing burdens upon the great body 
of the Americans who derive no rents from real estate, and 
who are not so fortunate as to own invested personal property, 
such as the bonds or stocks of mammoth corporations which 
hold within ‘their control almost the entire busimess of the 
country. 

Such a result is one to be deeply deplored. It cannot be re. 
garded otherwise than as a disaster to the country. The prac 
tical, if not the direct, effect of the decision to-day is to give 
to certain kinds of property a position of favoritism and ad- 
vantage that is inconsistent with the fundamental principles 
of our social organizaition and to invest with power and infiu- 
ence that may be perilous to that portion of the American 
people upon whom rests the largest part of the burdens of 
the Government, and who ought not to be subjected to ‘the 
dominion of aggregated wealth any more than the property of 
the country should be at the mercy of the lawless. 

JUSTICES JACKSON, BROWN and WHITE read short 
dissenting opinion. In ng, Justice Jackson announced 
that he concurred fully in the dissents expressed by Justice 
White on the former hearing and the other Justices who dis 
sented to-day. He said: 


It is not and cannot be denied that under the broad and 
comprehensive ‘taxing power conferred by the Constitution 
Congress hias the authority to tax incomes from whatsoever 
source arising, whether from real estate or personal property 
or otherwise. It is equally clear that Congress in the exercise 
of this authority has the discretion to impose a tax upon 
incomes above a designated amount. The underlying and con- 
trolling auestion now presented is whether the taxation of in- 
comes received from land and personalty are subject to the 
rule of apportionment. 

It was not found, said the Justice, that there was any lack 
of uniformity in the legislation, and he could not understand 
the principle upon which the court reached the conclusion 
that because one branch of the law was invalid, for the rea- 
son that the tax was not laid by the rule of apportionment, t 
thereby invalidated another branch resting upon the rule of 
uniformity and against which there was no valid objection. 
If the conclusion of the court was sound, the principle could 
with equal propriety be extended to the entire tariff act. There 
was just as much room for the assumption that Congress 
would not have passed the customs branches of the law without 
the provision taxing incomes from real and personal estates 
as that they would not have passed ithe provision relating to 
incomes resting on the rule of uniformity. 


Unconstitutional provisions of an act, he said, would only 
defeat constitutional provisions where they were so inseparably 
connected in substance as to prevent the enforcement of the 
valid part without giving effect to the invalid. The court, in 
his judgment, took a wrong method of arriving at the true 
meaning of the words “direct tax,’’ depending on ithe opinions 
of writers since the Constitution, who agreed on nothing. 
No intention could be attriibulted to the framers of the Constitu- 
tion to make any tax a direct tax which it was impossible to 
apportion. If a tax could not be apportioned among the sev- 
eral States with reasonable approximation to equality to all 
citizens of the country, that should be evidence that it was not 
a direct tax within the meaning of the Constitution. 

Congress, said he, might levy a tax of thirty millions 
apportioned among ‘the States according to population, 
citizens of the State of Washington be required to 
times the rate of the citizens of Rhode Island. It 
that the inequality was intentional, was 
property owners as a class. The very object of the 
tion was the reverse. The Government was not deali 
the States in this matter, but with its citizens throughout 
country, irrespective of State lines. Where is this thing 
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hat is to be the end of the application of this rule, 
stop? Whsule, adopted by the court? A tax is laid by the gen- 
Government on all money on hand or on deposit of every 

n of the Government ata given date. Such taxation pre- 
yells in many of the States. The Government has, under its 

power, the right to lay such a tax. 
came before the court and said: “My deposits were 
derived from the proceeds of farm products or from interest 
ponds and securities, and they are not therefore taxable 
this law.” To make your tax valid you must apportion 
the tax among all the citizens of the Government according 
to the population of the respective States, taking the whole 
subject matter out of the control of Congress, both the rate 
of taxation and the assessment, and imposing it upon the peo- 
ple of the country by an arbitrary rule which has no equality. 

In my judgment the principle announced in the decision 

tically destroys the power of the Government to reach 

s from the sources of them. There is no real difference 
between denying the existence of the power to tax incomes 
from real and personal estate and attaching such conditions 
and requirements to its exercise as will render it impossible 
or incapable of any practical operation. You might just as 
well strike at the power to reach incomes from the sources in- 
dicated as to attach these conditions of apportionment which 
no Legislature can undertake to adopt, and which cannot be 
enforced with any degree of equality of fairness between the 
common citizens of a common country. The decisions disre- 
gard the well-established rule or canon of construction that 
an act passed by a co-ordinate branch of the Government has 
every presumption in its favor and should never be declared 
invalid by the courts unless its repugnancy to the Consititution 
aciear bevond all reasonable doubt. 

The practical operation of the decision is not only to dis- 
regard the great principle of equality in taxation, but the 
further principle that in ‘the imposition of taxes the burdens 
should be imposed upon those havimg the most ability to bear 
them. This decision works out a directly opposite result in re- 
Hieving the citizens having the greater ability, while the bur- 
dens of taxation are made to fall the most heavily and op- 
pressivelvy upon those having ‘the least ability. 

Considered in all its bearings, this decision is the most 
disastrous blow ever struck at the constitutional power of 
Congress. It strikes down an important portion of the most 
yital and essential powers of the Government in practically 
excluding any recourse to incomes from real and personal 
estate for the purpose of raising needed revenue to meet the 
Government’s wants and necessities under any circumstances. 

JUSTICE BROWN, in his dissent, said: If the question of 
what is and what is not a direct tax were now for the first 
time presented, I should entertain a grave doubt whether, 
in view of the definitions of a direct tax given by the courts 
and writers upon political economy during tthe present century, 
it oueht not to be held to apply not only to an income tax, 
but to every tax, the burden of which is borne, both immedi- 
ately and ultimately, by the person paying it. 

Justice Browm regarded it as very clear that the clause 
requiring direct taxes to be apportioned ‘to the population has 
no application to taxes which are not capable of apportion- 
ment according to population. It could not be sup that 
the convention could have contemplated a practical inhibition 
upon the power of Congress to tax in some way all taxable 
property within the jurisdiction of the Federal Government 
for the purposes of a national revenue. And if the proposed tax 
were such that in its nature it could not be apportioned accord- 
ing to population, it naturally follows thait it could not have 
been considered a direct tax, within the meaning of the clause 
in question. 

The decisions of the court, said he, consistent and unde- 
viating as they are, and extending over nearly a century of 
our national life, seem to me, 'to establish a canon of interpre- 
tation. which tt ts now too late to overthrow, or even to 
question. If there be any weight at all ta be given to the 
doctrine of stare decisis, it surely ought to apply ‘to a theory 
of constitutional construction, which has received the deliber- 
ate sanction of this court in five cases, and the fafth on which 
Congress had enacted two income taxes at times when in its 
judgment extraordinary sources of revenue were necessary to 
be made available. 

I cannot reconcile myself, said Justice Brown, to the idea 
that adjudications thus solemly made, usually by a unanimous 
court, should now be set aside by reason of @ doubt as to the 
correctness of those adjudications or because we may suspect 
that possibly the cases would have been otherwise decided, if 
the court had before it the wealth of learning which has been 
brought to bear upon tthe consideration of this case. I cer- 
tainly cannot overstate the regret I feel at the disposition 
made of them by ‘the court. It is never a light ‘thing to set 
aside the delfberate will of the Legislature, and in my opinion 
it should never be done, except upon the clearest proof of its 
conflict with the fundamental law. Respect for the Constitu- 
tion will not be inspired by a narrow and technical construc- 
tion which shall limit the necessary powers of Congress. Did 
the reversal of these cases involve merely the striking down 
of inequitable features of this law, or even the whole law, for 
its want of uniformity, the consequences would be less se- 
Tious, but as it implies a direction that every income tax 
must be laid according to the rule of apportionment, the de- 
cision involves nothing less than the surrender of the taxing 
Power to the moneyed class. While I have no doubt that Con- 











gress will find some means of surmouniting the present crisis, 
my fear is that in some moment of national peril this decision 
will rise up to frustraite its will and paralyze its arm. I hope 


it may not prove the first step toward the of the 
liberties of the people in a sordid despotism of wealth. 
Believing, as I do, that the decision of the court in this 


great case is fraught with immeasurable danger to the future 

of the country, and approaches the proportions of a. national 

calamity, I feel it my duty to enter my protest against it. 

[The dissenting opinion of Mr. Justice White wiil appear in our 
next issue. ] 








THE SINGLE TAX DISSECTED. 


By B. R. WEBB, Reporter of the Court of Civil Appeals, Texas. 
Second Article. 


Having in the former article discussed the basic principles 
of the single tax, I will row direct attention to its imvrac 
ticable character and show that the supposed benefits to re- 
sult from it are purely imaginary, and such as cannot be 
realized. 

The actual operation of the single tax can be readily 
foreseen by any intelligent and practical man who will study 
the situation for a few moments. A land tax which will nec- 
essarily be a very heavy one, and which will fall with great- 
est weight on the farmers and middle classes, while the rich 
will be comparatively exempt from taxation, will soon become 
odious, and methods will readily be found by which it may 
be evaded. Any local community may turn nearly all its 
lands over to the State, and, yet, by a sort of tacit under 
standing among its members, it may practically and in a 
large measure retain the benefits of their use; even boundary 
lines defining specific portions may be recognized, and such 
community may exclude others from occupying these lands 
without buying out the local claimants. In many portions of 
Texas such claims to State school and vacant domain lands, 
without any sort of legal right or actual occupancy, or even 
a pretended “‘file’’ by the claimants, have been recognized and 
sold at good figures to newcomers, who could ill afford to in- 
vade a strange community with an infraction of the recog- 
nized equitable rights of its existing members as their pro- 
pitiatory overture. The single tax will specially develop thie 
sort of confederation, since its theory is that the land belongs 
to the “community,” and this method is merely an appropria- 
tion of its benefits by the particular community to which the 
given land specially belongs by virtue of its local situation. 
Under the single tax there will be ten land speculators of 
this kind where there is now one of the ordinary kind; and 
in these cases of neighborhood agreements, the law is utterly 
powerless, as no complaints are offered in the courts, or if 
so, no juries will convict. 

Each man will hasten to disclaim to the State every foot 
of land that he can possibly spare. Even the ten feet of space 
between small residences in cities will be disclaimed, since no 
third person could utilize, or would dare attempt to use, such 
a space to the detriment of the abutting owners, and ‘taxes 
will be paid only upon the area actually covered by the main 
residence house. Farmers would soon conclude that a very 
few acres well cultivated could be made to suffice, and that 
with unlimited commons the live stock business offered the 
most inviting inducements. Nearly all of ‘this State (Texas) 
would ere long be converted into an unfenced pasture, wherein 
conflicting rights and claims would often be settled by the 
arbitrament of force, and conditions would be inaugurated that 
would soon resolve society back into those stages of bar- 
barism to which community ownership of land’ has ever ex- 
clusively belonged. 

The single taxer forgets that there are many millions of 
people who do not use land, who do not want to use it, and 
who would not occupy it if it were a gracious gift. re are 
even millions of them who would not keep house, if the house 
also should be a present. True, the building in which they 
live must stand on land, but if they have no use for the 
land as such, and would not put any building on it them- 
selves, it would be useless to offer them the land. 

Let us take, for an illustration, the town of Baird, 
with whose conditions I am familiar. A large number of its 
people are workingmen in the employ of the railroad com- 
pany; some of them owning homes and others of them rent 
ers. Lots large enough for a residence, within easy reach of 
the yards and roundhouses, may be bought for $25 or less, 
or they may be leased for a term of years, with the privilege 
of removing any houses placed by the lessee thereon (which 
is about as full a right as the single tax will give), for a 
merely nominal rent of a few dollars, and in some instances 
for absolutely nothing—the owner hoping that the erection of 
a house may enable him to sell other adjacent lots. The 
trouble with the renters is not with reference to the land, but 
the house. They do not save up money enough to build it, 
or if so, they do not wish to invest it in a house, since a 
change of business location or employment might at any time 
call for a removal, and their little all would be tied up indefi- 
nitely. As to ground rent, they can now get that cheaper 
than it would be under the single tax. 

Those of them who have bought lots and built, have done 
so on the assurance afforded by the present law of title, that 
their property, after their removal, will remain exclusively 
their own, subject to their own control until they may be 
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able, or may wish, to sell it. If, however, the single tax to the single taxer, on paper, as the national finance ig to "4 
prevailed, subjecting their lot to the claims of others the mo- the Populist; but this will not relieve sensible people of the — 
ment they ceased to occupy it, they would certainly prefer to | actual difficulty. The owner of the improvements has c 
rent with the others, and there is no question whatever that | the land, grubbed it, broken it, ditched it, fertilized it, p 
under the single tax there would be fewer men owning their | it with trees—how much of its value shall that represent? 
homes in Baird than under the present system. Naturally, he will claim that it represents about all of it: 
Nor is the case substantially different in any other town, | and the ground rent assessing officer must of necessity 
whether it be Fort Worth or New York or London. There is | with him. Then comes the question as to what is the 
no fixed tenure of employment for any class of workingmen, | of the land without the improvements. Under the single tay 
whether they be clerks or carpenters, printers, journeymen it will have mo value, as such. As well said by Justigs 
tailors or factory hands. They would not, as a rule, turn Brown of the Supreme Court of the United States, in s 
on their heel for the ground rent feature, since they would | of the single tax, the result of_imposing the whole burden of 
continue to rent buildings or rooms if it prevailed. True, taxes on land will be the complete destruction of its value, ang 
there are vacant lots on Main street in Fort Worth held at | the abandonment of all unoccupied land to the State, Ip. 
,thousands of dollars (and worth it); but how would taxing deed, it is the avowed object of the single tax to force guch 
them into the hands of the State benefit the poor and land- abandonment, so that land may be “as free as the air and sy. 
less classes, who would be wholly unable to properly build | shine.” Unoccupied and unimproved land, and land reckoneg 
on or use such lots if given to them? The homeless and without the improvements, having no value, can afford no 
working classes would still be concerned only with the mat- | criterion by which to determine the amount of the ground 
ter of small homes suited to their means and situation, and | rent. The owner of the improvements may decline to rent 
there is not a live real estate agent in Fort Worth who | the land at the ground rent rate asked by the State. How, 
would not to-day undertake, for $35 from each head of a | then, is the State to rent to another, and yet protect him in 
family of these classes, to furnish them suitable building his improvements? The State, the proposed other renter, ang 
sites for small residences, within the corporate limits and within | the improvements owner will be less able to agree on the mat. 
a half hour’s walk of their places of work; or who would | ters thus complicated than the State and the owner on the 
not agree to furnish ground rent for such lots in perpetuity | land rental alone. The land may be covered with an orchard 





By 


for one-half the average amount which each head of a fam- | or vineyard worth $500 per acre, while its original cost was for i 
ily spends for chewing tobacco, or one-tenth of the average | only $2 per acre, and its value under the single tax, without 
amount spent for beer and whisky. The single tax instead of the improvements, will be nothing. When the owner of such dec 
benefiting the masses would only serve to put upon them, improvements is forced by ill health or other cause to leave 
in the form of heavier rents, the burdens now borne by the | his place, how can the State protect his property while renting 
vast amounts of personal property owned by the wealthy. the land at public vendue or otherwise to whoever offers the Pro 
ALLEGED SCARCITY OF LAND.—A large part of what | highest ground rent? 
is said in favor of the single tax consists in mere assertions The present theoretical single taxer now claims that it is rule 
predicated on the bald assumption that land monopoly, like the community that gives the value to land, but as the owner 
the wrath of Juno, is the direful spring of woes unnumbered, | of improvements thereon, dealing with the public ground rent sub: 
and the source of our ills. This is begging the question | assessor, his argument to show that his labor and expendi- ind 
and taking for granted the very point in controversy. There tures have alone increased its value will be unending and un- 
are multitudes of social reformers, each having his own spe answerable. As the ground rent will necessarily be very T 
cial hobby; and each one concentrates his attention solely heavy, covering all public taxes, and falling on only a part . 
upon the evil he has selected, magnifies the importance of | of the taxpayers, while the millionaire owners of railroads = 
his subject, and comes to believe at length that it overshadows and other personal property will be exempt, its imposition 
every other question. But while this proves the idiosyncrasies | and amount will be strongly resisted at every possible point. rl 
of the human mind, it does not establish the respective theo- | The assessing boards would soon find themselves without any lent 
ries. Drunkenness, idleness, ignorance, prodigality, sensuality, | criterion by which to determine the ground rents satisfactorily on 
lack of good business judgment and other matters of this kind, to themselves or the people, and appeals from their assessments low 
are the fruitful sources of poverty and want, and will yet and injunction suits would be as thick as grasshoppers in ent 
continue to be such in a measure so large that the inaugura- | Kansas. Assessment valuations are even now a matter of so . 
tion of the single tax would make scarcely a perceptible if | much complaint as to be the subject of legislative investiga- es 
any difference in the existing status. tion in this State, but how infinitely worse will the matter be im 
The lack of free access to land is claimed to be the great- when the only criterion of value, an open market, shall be ow 
est source of evil in this State, which within the memory of almost entirely taken away? 28 
yet living men consisted of land and almost nothing else, We know nothing about values save experimentally, from an 
nearly a million acres to each head of a family. There has the open market, where values are fixed by ‘the desires and on 
never been a day in the history of Texas when she has not capabilities of all men having access to it. Even as the wind pm 
had millions of acres of vacant public domain subject to home- bloweth where it listeth, so to-day no human being can tell we 
stead use and occupancy without even so much as a ground | what anything will be worth to-morrow. In this town rents oe 
rent charge therefor. She now has more than 20,000,000 acres | in one block are from three to ten times as much as in ad- tas 
of unsold public State school lands from which any actual set- | joining blocks, and twice as much on one side of the street as thr 
tler can buy 80 acres at a first payment of $4 on the entire on the other, and no man can explain why this should be s0, cit! 
tract.. The remainder of the price can be postponed for forty and we learn that it is so only from the open market. We can ent 
years if the purchaser so desires, by paying a yearly interest | calculate and estimate as to values only from rates that rule the 
of $15, which goes to the school fund and is directly returned in the open market. Under the single tax there would be the 
to him through the public schools in the form of tuition, un- no such market for unimproved land, since there would be the 


less he has been recreant ‘to his duty and has done nothing no sale for it. Large amounts of it would be released to the 
for his country in tke way of population. The real outlay State, but no one would think of buying it from the State or 
then for 80 acres, all that one man, or a small family can any one else, as he would still have to pay ground rent on 


cultivate, and therefore all that the single tax would allow it just as if ‘the State owned it. As Judge Brown says, it 
them, is $4—much less than the ground rent would be for would have no value. 

one year under the single 'tax—and yet the want of free land Nor would there be an open market as to the ground rent. 
is the ruin of this country! The poor man has more children | It is clear to any intelJigent man that as the owner of the 
and less property than the wealthier classes, and this in- improvements would be in possession of his own, no one 
terest to the State on his land is nearly all that he pays would be disposed to undermine him by bidding on the ground 
into the public fund, and as he receives, on a general aver- | beneath. Besides, that would lead to interminable complica- 


age, more in the way of tuition than he pays in interest, tions, and also react on the bidder, who could then no longer 
the land is in fact absolutely free to him—free even from invoke the rule of neighborly courtesy to protect his own im- 
the ground rents which the single tax will put upon him, provements. It is entirely safe to say that no one would 
if he can be ensnared into its support. be found to bid on his neighbor’s land and seek to drive 
IMPROVEMENTS SEPARATE FROM LAND.—The single his neighbor’s family from their home. It would be remem- 
tax, in proposing to charge a ground rent for the Government on bered that the Lord hath said: “Cursed be he who removeth 
the land, while it is to give the use and value of the improve- his neighbor’s landmark, and all the people shall say amen! 
ments thereon to the owner free from taxation, will prove Even the godless single taxers would find it expedient to say 
entirely impracticable. amen, in protecting themselves against the operation of 4 
The improvements on land and tke land itself are often grievously heavy, unequal, unjust, and odious tax. In the 
so inseparably connected in fact and in value that they cannot sence of competition, open market, or any criterion of value, 
be divided and apportioned on any practical and satisfactory the assessment boards, in fixing ground rents, would have 
basis, and the attempt to do so must therefore prove a fail- to evolve out of their own consciousness some theoretical and 
ure. Especially will this be the case under the single tax, be- ideal standard of value that would be arbitrary, whimsical, 
cause giving to the owner of the improvements his full right visionary, unequal as between counties and localities as well 
thereto will practically shut off the ground renting of the land as individuals, and therefore unjust—and unsatisfactory in all 
from being a matter of open competition, and there will soon cases to the parties affected. These boards would be like the 
be no basis on which the rent or the value of the land can one com, csed of the barber and the curate, in “Don Quixote, 
properly be estimated—nothing but the arbitrary judgment and who could never give a reason for any conclusion they haA 
estimate of the assessing boards and officers. reached. The only redeeming feature of this absurd and ir- 
Bear in mind that the ground rent is to be assessed an- rational system is that it could not possibly last more than 
nually, as any other tax, and that the improvements are not one or two years. 
to be taxed or charged for, and the owner thereof is to be Henry George attempts to meet these objections by de 
protected in their use and enjoyment. To rent the land from claring that there would be no difficulties in this matter be 
under the owner’s ditches, cisterns; wells and houses, and yet cause leases are common even now, and there are large 
leave him their full enjoyment, is a problem which is as easy amounts of valuable property in our large cities now stan#- 
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ing cn leased lands. There is no analogy, however, between 
these cases and the ground-rent system. The value of these 
jenses-—-that is, the ground rent—is fixed in advance, by con- 
tract, and by reference to an open market that would no 
longer exist under the single tax. It.is usually fixed for the 
entire term, whether the lease is for five years or for J 
years, and is not to be détermined and varied annually as 
the single tax would be. There is no complication as to the 
improvements. At the end of the lease they belong to the 
owner of the land. If he has agreed to then pay their as- 
sessed value, that is a matter of his own contracting, and 
leads to no such complications and entanglements as the an- 
tual adjustments of such values and connected questions 
among parties between whom there is no contract or agree- 
ment whatever. The present lease is but a part of the pres- 
ent law of privaite title, and bears no analogy to the single 
tax. The single tax would effectually put the knife to the 
throat of all investments in realty. The further growth of 
cities and towns would cease almost entirely, and through the 
entire country houses and premises not actually occupied by 
the owner would fall rapidly into decay, since the control 
thereof would be practically taken from him and vested in 
the community, or State. 

The assertion that the owner of improvements on land not 
actually occupied by him ghall have the benefit of their rental 
value, while the community takes the rent for the land, must 
in the very nature of things prove but an idle and emoty 
promise. The community would be the controlling factor in 
that matter; the tenant would deal only with the community, 
of which he would be himself a constituent part, and whose 
interest it would be to minimize the proportionate value of 
the improvements as against the value of the land in adjust- 
ing the rents. History has not anywhere recorded an instance 
of the successful issue of a business transacted upon such 
a basis and will not before the pigs begin to fly. Henry 
George has already declared that where these conflicting values 
could not be determined or satisfactorily adjusted, the greater 
Matter, the land, must swallow up the other—and that is 
just what it would do. The logic of the single tax theory is 
that no man ever had any right to meddle with any land 
Other than that which he himself occupied, and the claim 
of this wrongdoer for rent on other ‘land would soon be 
met with only a smile of derision. 

THE NEW ZEALAND SITUATION.—New Zealand, one of 
the’ Australasian colonies, is held up as an instance of the bene- 
fits of the single tax theory. By reference to the recent of- 
ficial Consular repert of Mr. John D. Connolly, Consul of our 
Government to New Zealand, the exact character of the law 
there may be seen, and its salient features and results may 
be briefly stated as follows: 

Personal property taxes were abolished and the present 
land tax 'aw was adopted in 1891. There is an exemption 
from taxation of $2,500 worth of property, and also improve- 
Rents on land up to $15,000 in value are likewise exempted. 
On land not exempt under the $2,500 clause, an ordinary tax 
is levied, and also a graduated tax which increases in rate as 
the amount owned by the taxpayer grows larger. Under this 
law the land taxpayers have been reduced in number from 





91,501 to 12,557. An extra burden of 20 per cent. additional 


tax is imposed in the case of non-resident land owners who 
have been absent three years. 

The greater proportion of the country there, it seems, is 
unimproved and held in large areas, from 5,000 acres upwards, 
the total value of the land so held being $272,360,875. 

The land tax has so far produced abundant revenue, and 


the party inaugurating it has been returned to power by a 
large majority—presumably 91,501 non-taxpayers voting sol- 
idly as against the 12,575 who pay all the taxes. Many im- 
mense estates, it is said, are now being offered to the Govern- 
ment at their taxable value, and others are being cut up into 
small farms and offered for sale. 

Let us now analyze this situation a little. That it is es- 
sentially different from the single tax ground rent system ad- 
vocated in this country is apparent at a glance, although it 
is cited as an illustration of the workings of the single tax 
idea. It is declared by Mr. Hamlin Garland, a leading single 
tax writer, to be a partial application of the single tax, and 
to be in its general principles and purposes the same—that 


is, in making it difficult or impossible to hold land out of 
actual use 
It is to be noted: 


1. That this system of raising revenue must soon expire 
of its own operation, for the large holdings of land will soon 
be sold into the hands of small owners, or be confiscated by 
being taxed into the hands of the Government; and in either 
case the land will then be exempt entirely or largely from 
taxation, and the system will be at an end, or will have to the 
reorganized on a quite different basis, 

2. The system is in fact but a confiscation of the property 
of the wealthy land owners on the plea that public policy 
warrants it. As the process of confiscation affords, in the out- 
set, abundant funds for public purposes, those who are not 
wealthy in lands are relieved from the necessity of paying 
taxes. A law requiring George Gould, John D. Rockefeller, 
and half a dozen other named millionaires to pay the taxes 
of this Government for the next two years would not be es- 
sentially different in principle. 

3. It is evident to any thinking man that, a few years 
hence, when there will be no large land holdings to be fur- 
ther taxed or confiscated, the present 91,501 non-taxpayers 
who have tasted of the sweets and exemptions which they have 
theorized into existence, will not be willing to again shoulder 
the burden of taxation while they can so easily improvise 
another theory that will just as well warrant putting all 
taxes on those who may then be wealthy in personal prop- 
erty. The gist and kernel of this whole theory is the taking of 
property from the wealthy and distributing it among those 
who have but little or none. Take this feature out of it, and it 
would be uninteresting to the masses, and as tame as a stag 
dance at a country schoolhouse, with the girls all at home. 
The system, as advocated by Henry George, even if adopted, 
would soon excite the disgust and meet with the condemna- 
tion of its own supporters. 

To the unbiased mind a simple statement of the New 
Zealand situation is an unanswerable exposition of the injus- 
tice of the system there and its ephemeral nature; but the 
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single taxer utterly fails to comprehend the significance of the 
facts. The present results there attract all his attention, and 
he is as delighted with them as a child after a butterfly, 
wholly oblivious to the wrong and. robbery involved, and un- 
able to comprehend that as soon as the large land holdings 
shall be cut up into the non-taxed, though small holdings, 
the system, through its own operation, will be completely at 
an end. 

The system there, as we have just seen, consists of two 
parts—the confiscation of the large holdings and the .exemp- 
tion from taxation of the small holdings. The combination of 
these two certainly ought to make a poor man’s paradise as 
long as there is fat to be fried out of the large holdings. 
Since the law there exempts from taxation $2,500 worth of 
land, exclusive of the value of its improvements, it follows 
as night follows day that as soon as the large holdings are cut 
up and converted into small holdings, there will be nothing 
further to be taxed under that system, all personal property 
being exempt. : 

Mr. Garland, an American single taxer who has studied 
the New Zealand plan, already advocates an exemption from 
taxation in this country of $1,000 worth of property—land, of 
course, as all personal property is to be exempted. This would 
cover the case of a majority of voters, and might secure the 
adoption of the theory here. But under Henry George’s plan, 
the wealth of the wealthy would of necessity soon be con- 
verted into personal property or be annihilated, and the small 
taxpayers would find to their utter dismay that they were 
paying nearly all the taxes, while the wealthy would be com- 
paratively exempt. With Mr. Garland’s provision added, if 
public sentiment here can be debased and beclouded to every 
conception of right and justice, then nine-tenths of our Amer- 
ican people may be induced by popular vote to likewise ex- 
empt themselves from taxation and take the property of large 
land owners for public revenues. Then, when the lands are 
distributed, and become non-taxable under the system itself, 
some other scheme can be improvised. 

When the spirit of Communism and Anarchy now abroad 
in this country is a little further developed, the American single 
taxer can afford to engraft the New Zealand exemption upon 
his proposition and to boldly launch his scheme in a form 
that will then offer some inducement and attraction to the 
masses; but just now he is in the condition of the Duke of 
Buckingham when he wrote up under the window of the 
virgin Queen Elizabeth: 

“Fain would I climb, yet fear I to fall.” 

INJUSTICE OF THE SINGLE TAX.—The single tax, in 
‘order to prevent land monopoly, will flagrantly violate and 
confiscate ,existing ,rights, establish gross inequalities, and 
greatly increase the giant monopolies in personal property, 
together far more detrimental than that of land. .With the 
single tax adopted, those having wealth in lands would either 
get it out of them, and necessarily into personal property, 
by sales to small holders, or see it annihilatedt For indi- 
vidual occupancy and use men will require, especially under 
the single tax burden, very small amounts of land, the agri- 
culturists, of course, requiring more than all other classes; 
and hence the wealth of the millionaires and the opulent 
classes will consist almost entirely, in many instances exclu- 
sively, in personal property, such as railroads and merchan- 
dise, which will be non-taxable, although the public expense 
is chiefly incurred in its behalf, in maintaining courts and 
enforcing laws for its protection and regulation, and properly 
pertains to it as directly as an insurance tax to the buildings 
insured. Reason dictates that such property should be liable 
for its own expenses, and that those who own most of it, 
and so derive the greater benefits from its protection, should 

contribute in a just proportion toward defraying the expenses 
so incurred. Instead of this, however, the Socialists propose to 
tax only that which they say God gave as a bounty to all 
men in common, to be as free as the sunshine and the air. 

The vast monopolies in food products, as essential to life 
as land, and in machinery, which is essential to the life of 
civilization, and in other forms of personal property, will be 
enriched by just so many millions as they now contribute to 
the public in taxes and in tariff duties. How shall we subserve 
justice or expédiency by establishing gross injustice, and yet 
greater inequalities? The farmers’ sons will not inherit any 
part of the wealth of the merchant princes and the railroad 
magnates, but their sons will inherit a common interest in the 
land along with the farmers’ boys, and when speculation or 
the nymphs will bring them to bedrock, it will be their right to 
go out and take up the outlying woodlands that adjoin the 
farmer’s field and the commons whereon his cattle graze. 

Yet these enthusiastic romancers proclaim this system to 
be the quintessence of justice and the panacea for nearly all 
the ills to which humanity is subject, and with fervid fancy 
heated until their skulls boil like a pot with such midsummer 
pre reeny pant Miso yy in por hay that when the single tax is 

poverty and oppression will cease 
Ge teillennial oe be ehcp almost entirely, and 





CORRESFONDENCE. 


Memphis, May 18, 1895, 

Editor American Lawyer. 

Sir: My attenition has been called to an article published 

your columns lately, in which the justice of the single re 
attacked, and the purchasing of the State Capitol of Texag 


public use, without compensation, and requiring taxes rh ; 
equal and uniform. Will you allow me space in your columns 
to discuss briefly these two p tions? 

In timime, I would say, that in the discussion of ain ethics) 
question, it is of absolutely no importance whether an act js 
prohibited by a constitution or by an act of the * 
both are man-made laws, and neither is of any ‘weight, unless 
the moral principle they profess to embody inito law be e. 
tablished aliunde. Law, whether constitutional or statutory, ig 
but the expression of whiat ‘the people believe to be ally * 
right upon the whole; if, therefore, the people change 
opinion, as peoples have always done from ‘time to ‘time, ang 
the righiteousness of the change cannot be denied, then the jp. 

an ee 


i 


jury which results to the individual from the repeal of 
sentially unjust and immoral laiw does not entitle him to com. 
pensation. This is elementary _— and equally elementary 


supports this view. 


Take, for instance, the case of human slavery. It is admitteg © 


that both statutory and constitutional law at one time gave to 
certain individuals the right to own other individuals; to force 
others to toil for their benefit and to absolutely dispose of 
lives and the lives of their offspring. But does any sane man 
contend to-day, ‘that such laws were right, or that ‘the State 
was under any obligation to pay for the slaves before 
could claim their freedom? The slaves had a right to be 
they, furthermore, in equity, had a right to claim compe 

for the injury done them @uring the time they were 

of their liberty. Their owners never had any moral right & 


them, nor anly clafm to call upon their fellow citizens to com- — 


pensate them for giving up their immoral hold upon them. 

So, in regard to the Texas lands, the people of ‘Texas, mor- 
ally, have no absolute right of ownership in the 
as we understand the word ownership; i. e., an ahae 
lute right to use and to control the use of the lands, hut 
so soon as a child is born 
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lues—population and comipetition 
the right to use the land. The synidicate, therefore, 
to purchase from the State of Texas the right to rob future 
tlers of a value which the 


ings from this standpoint. They will ro 

however, and it will be regarded as heinous a e to sell 

people’s means of making a living as to buy and sell their 
my 


“You do take my life, whem you do take 
ing,’”’ says Shylock, and 
out the many from 
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‘ision, in substance, js that a specta) execution issued % 
before the decree ig entered by the clerk upon the record book ; 
18 void. The case in which the dec’ sio1 wag ered was that 
of Winter y. oulthard, tried before Jud e Van Wagenen in thte 
District Court of Harrison County in 1893, ana appealed to the 
Supreme Court by the Plaintify. The defendant 
judgment an 


who receives a rentas for i 






t eaten as food, 
> consequently, the owner of land 
ts use has rendered no equivalent for 

gel this well enough and that is why they 
w Ss we 4 vy e 

@ forestaM land that is likely to become valuable 
make of the earth which God 
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had secured a 
d decree of foreclosure against the Diaintife on a 
Mortgage of $1,000, and it was entered on 

abuse orf God’s sift to form o 

nm race hias been Stopped by the Single tax, then will 

PXaS by the prophecy of Isaiah be fulfilled. 

P “Instead of the thorn 
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the Judge’s docket, 
f decree was prepareq by the attorneys and handed to 
the clerk. but before it was approved by the 
On the recor, 























































Ju or en 
1 book a Special] execution wag 
‘ of the pror ‘he 
? ome ree, 
build houses and inhabit them; and they 
= stall plant vineyards and eat the fruit of them. They shall not 
, build and another inhabit: ey shall not Plant and another Wagenen 
Olumng eat.” STEPHEN BELL. . 
152 South First street. It has been a practice in the clerk's Office of the District 
| @thiica ec i ad Court of ma ny counties to issue special executions without ref- 
ature Editor American Lawyer Lafayette, Col., May 21, 1895. erence to whether or not the decree as n oe on a 
"ane r Americ. “awyer. record hook. Attorneys usually request and receive specia 
tea I notice what you may in la recent number of the American €xecutions as soon as the judgment has been rendered and en: 
tory, jy | lawyer in regard to the wngle tax theory of Henry George tered in the Judge’s docket, while the decree may not be en- 
eae — ee confiscation of the land to the Government tered in the record book for a month or more, and it is probable 
thelr a8 the result. that man, importent sales have been made under special exe. 
thee to on onc of the rights of which ‘thee have been tore under tha me% in this way, all of clei are undou 
¢ , ' ‘oO ’ © tity 
the in. this word “confiscation comes in so handy, it saves a'king under the q ‘rine ¢f the » 
an about the fusitica that would be done to ‘the many. You know 
© com. it was a terrific thing to “confiscate” the Property of the slave A Peculiar legal} complication, whic 
entary owners, and you know how 'We have al} been reeping for them the lawyers 
ps ever since the act of ©onfiscating ‘their Prop. 
text. took place. 
Sophy 
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ry are entitled to that 
: confers on the hand of that tory, 
they have ho right to say isposiition Shall be Made 
ot the Value which may be conferred thereon, by f - 
titans. This is the “confiscation” of the single tax. Is gt 
Wong? Ir 80, why so? Youre &c., GEO. pD. LIDDELL. 
Hinsdale, N. Y. 

n Lawyer 


some slight Satisfacti~n 
lave nems were n) Onger ablow 0 ap- 
propriate that which did not belong to them, although they 
Ve to were allowed ito retain al that they d @ppropriaited in the 
tore years that haq Passed. They were allowed to return the Stolen 
their Y, but the Stealing h top. So it is with land 
Man .” an “unearned increment,” the land Owners have been 
State ed to appropria © this “value that was not created by qurt for a writ 
they ya that by no night of justice belonge © them, but which was granted, the court holding that 
free; Properly belonged to the people Combined, or ito the commu- as he was not in Tennessee at the time of the Killing, he 
ation » WhO, by their presence and enterprise, created it. In could not be a fugitive from justice. It appears that he will 
rived to restore to the community the Tights that Properly be. be safe from Prosecution as long as he keeps without the 
it to it, I SUDDose confiscation will be necessary. hat is, to lurisdiction of the Tennessee a 
om- from the land ow ner thiat h properly belongs to an- 
Other will be Confisca'tion : if so, let it be Ca leg Confiscation, or 
nor. not. Justina must, neverthe » be done And the s ngle called an interstate mur- 
nds, ME will doit, y Urs Tespectfully. 8. C. REESE circumstances may be seized upon to justify the 
ro enactment of a law which will give the F 
hut Providence, R. 1, May 19, 1895. Jurisdiction in Such cas 
ted Editor American Lawyer 
the Sir: In a recent issue of your valuable Paper you Say: “That 
ac- the single tax will, in ; ffect Confiscate the land 'to the Govern 
of ment must be appar, Nt to the reflecting mind at a Slance.’ 
ur- OU are rj - This is Precisely the Object of the Ngle 
in, tes; to cover the annual value or rentals of al} lands 
~ into e emg treasury, There is no question about that. 
Single axers claim that the Value of land acer s son 
m ot the Presence of Population, or the srowth of communities ty. He This uned them and 
at tm that such value should be or community expenses cal agent to kill them. oo ee 
or In you cite, where “the tate of Te aS ave three Owner brought suit for » Claiming that the law did not 
d million acres, Valued at $1 per acre, for ithe building 6: & State | give the Society the right to enter his ay ill his 
t. Capitol,” Single taxers ¢ laim that the State of Texas transcend. Stock without warrants issueq @ court. e 
a fd its ay Tity. Sinete taxers deny that lana tice upheld the truckman 
. Jeot ownership, ; ite, 
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A policy of insu against fire for three years contained 
the following Provision: « is entire Policy, unless 

Provided by nt indorsed 

Shall be void 
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As all States now n 
















nd t ard), whether by legal Process Judgment or 

restance, “Drupenty net by Voluntary act of the insured, or otherwise.” bremises 

thes ch: ganizations is largely exempted, Subsequently took fire, but before this happened One of the 

Droperty in alcoholic } ors ected to a tax. | respondents in the case (Gibb et al. vs. Fire Com- 
tions terest, wihich Pany of the County of Philadelphia) for whom the was 
» how | written sold the premises, and avhen the fire occurred the pur. 

n land values, in the public interest, be | chaser was occupying them, and 

more Unconstitutional ? The or injustice of the | staliments as agreed u 

lng: n, vpon ‘the question whether ai men have or | both the seller and the mo 

Qeaeet 8n equal right to use the earth, and this question Minnesota held agreement to convey the 
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the collectors of sround rents. Paid a part of the purchase Pp 
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Creasurer—J. H. Carpenter. 

WASHINGTON. 

President—Geo. M. Forster, Spokane. 
tecretary—Nathan S. Porter. Olympia. 
Treasurer—James B. Howe, Seattle 
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AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION. 


The Section of Legal Education of the 
American Bar Association is performing 
a large amount of valuable work. Ata 
recent meeting in Washington plans for 
the annual meeting of the section were 
discussed. Among the speakers at De- 
troit next August will be Prof. Thayer 
of the Harvard Law School and the Rev. 
Dr. Lyman Abbott of Brooklyn. Dr. Ab- 
bott will discuss ‘‘Professional Ethics.” 
The officers of the section are gratified 
over the increase in the standards of 
some of the law schools. A three years’ 
term has taken the place of the two 
years’ term in several schools. Interest 
in legal education has greatly increased 
since the section was founded. 

One of the plans in which Austin Ab- 
bott and other thoughful legal educators 
are interested is the endowment of 
schools or departments of schools for the 
study of jurisprudence. Mr. Abbott 
fines “jurisprudence” as the wisdom 
about law, the understanding of the rea- 
son and the unreason of the law.” The 
study of abstract legal principles with 
the same devotion as the scientist shows 
in endeavoring to prove the truth of 
some new theory is rare in the present 
day. The struggle for a livelihood is so 
intense that only those lawyers who are 
not dependent on their labors for sup- 
port, or who have reached a high place 
in their profession, can pause to study 
jurisprudence itself, as distinguished 
from the practical matters necessary in 
carrying on the ordinary work of an ac- 
tive practice. The need of some means 
of quietly pursuing the study of juris- 
prudence is all the more keenly felt be- 
cause the textbooks of to-day, as well as 
the courses in most of the law schools, 
are designed only to fit the law student to 
become as soon as possible an active 
practitioner. The discussion of the needs 
of this branch of legal education may 
lead some rich lawyers to unite in en- 
dowing departments where special at- 
tention will be paid to the study of juris- 
prudence, and scholarships may be 
founded through which students may be 
constantly employed in research,investi- 
gation and study. 


CALIFORNIA. 


A number of lawyers assembled at the 
Sacramento courthouse recently to com- 
plete the organization of the Sacramento 
Bar Association. In the absence of 
Judge A. C. Hinkson, D. E. Alexander 
was chosen temporary chairman. The 
constitution and by-laws were adopted. 
C. W. Baker, H. C. Ross, Jr., G. : 
Maydwell, L. T. Hatfield and F. C. Cas- 
tlehun were appointed a committee to 
select candidates for officers of the asso- 
ciation, to be voted for at a meeting to 
be called by the committee. 

At the last meeting of the Sonoma 
County Law Library Association, Judges 
Crawford and Dougherty, Supervisor J 
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W. Hall, District-Attorney Seawell, A 
B. Ware, and Secretary L. W. Juillarg 
were present. The Michigan Reports ang 
Digest, numbering 46 volumes, were ae. 
cepted and a warrant for $135 in pay- 
ment therefor was ordered drawn. The 
secretary was authorized to subscribe 
for the California decisions, Deering’s 
California Digest and the Standard Die. 
tionary. 
GEORGIA. 


The members of the Augusta bar 
have applied for a charter. 

Hon. William B. Hornblower of New 
York has accepted the invitation of the 
State Bar Association to deliver the an. 
nual address before the State Conven. 
tion, which meets in Augusta in October, 

ILLINOIS. 


The Edgar County Bar Association 
met in Paris last month. James Eads 
was chosen chairman of the association, 

MASSACHUSETTS. 


At a meeting of the New Bedford Bar 
Association, held on the 10th ult., in the 
Court House, the largest part of the even- 
ing was taken up in fixing fees for pro. 
fessional service and a schedule of bar 
rates was agreed upon. It was voted to 
have an annual dinner, and Walter Clif- 
ford, D. T. Devoll and R. F. Raymond 
were appointed a committee to make ar- 
rangements for the dinner. 


MICHIGAN. 


A meeting of the Executive Commit- 
tee of the State Bar Association, pre- 
sided over by Judge M. V. Montgomery 
of Lansing, was held at the Hotel Dow- 
ney, Lansing, a month ago, and pre 
liminary arrangements were made for 
the next annual meeting of the associa- 
tion, which will be held at that city on 
June 25. It is intended to make an in- 
teresting programme. 

The Detroit Bar Association has re- 
elected G. V. N. Lothrop president for 
the ensuing year; H. M. Cheever and J. 
H. Pound, vice-presidents; E. W. Pen- 
dleton, recording secretary, and F. G, 
Russell, treasurer. 

MISSOURI. 


The Kansas City Bar Association held 
a meeting on the 11th ult. in the Com- 
mercial Club rooms. The programme was 
to have consisted of three papers, but 
only one paper and an apology were 
given. The apology by Ed Krauthoff 
was decidedly graceful, and was the fea- 
ture of the evening. His subject was to 
have been “Laws by the Last General 
Assembly,” but, as he said, having been 
unable to secure a report of its trans- 
actions, he couldn't write a paper about 
them. His apology was generously ap- 
plauded. Judge Elijah Robinson’s paper 
on “Contributory Negligence” was prob- 
ably good, but he neglected to read it. 
He was not at the meeting. Judge Louis 
Sulzbacher’s paper on “The Missouri 
Lawyer in New Mexico” was a feast of 
reason. The Judge is the man who 
drove to New Mexico in an ox cart and 
came back in a palace car. He was @ 
member of the “big four” law firm of 
Las Vegas, comprising Thomas B. Cat- 
ron, Frank Springer, Louis Sulzbacher 
and S. B. Elkins. He says the Missouri 
lawyers are a power in that country. 
All the best-paid offices are held by them. 
He quoted several unique sections from 
the New Mexico statutes and told how 
the jurists there dispense justice. 


NEW JERSEY. 


A meeting of the Hudson County Bar 
Association was held a month ago. The 
meeting was called to order by President 
McGee, who stated that the subjects for 
consideration were: First, a proposition 
of the Medical Society for the appoint- 
ment of a committee of five to meet 4 
committee of theirs of the same number, 
with a view of forming a medico-legal 
association; second, a proposition of the 
Law Library Association with reference 
to giving the Bar the privileges of that 
association; third, and for general b 
ness. The subjects were discussed at 
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, and committees were appointed 
arrange details. These measures will 
yndoubtedly serve to place the associa- 
tion on @a more active footing. 
The monthly meeting of the Lawyers’ 
club of Newark was held in Davis’ 
dining parlors. After dinner speeches 
were made by Samuel Kalisch, Halsey 
parrett, Frank J. Swayzee and others. 
NEW YORK. 


The Association of the Bar of the City 
of New York held a meeting on the 14th 
of last month, and there was a large at- 
endance of members, Austin G. Fox 

eat length on the jury system and 
the difficulty he recently experienced in 
securing a jury in the Inspector Mc- 
laughlin case. He offered the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Judiciary Committee 
of this association be requested to ex- 
amine into and report at the next meet- 

of the association upon the working 
of the statutes touching the jury system, 
including the manner of selecting the 
names of those who are upon the jury 
list and the drawing of panels there- 
from. 

The New York Law Institute, at its 
regular annual meeting, elected the fol- 
lowing officers for the ensuing year: 
President, Joseph H. Choate; vice-presi- 
dents, Edward Patterson, Wheeler H. 
Peckham, Henry H. Anderson; secretary, 
William P. Chambers; treasurer, George 
H. Adams; Executive Committee, George 
C. Holt, Thomas Thacher, James A. 
McCreery, Austin G. Fox, James Mc- 
Keen, Albert Stickney. 

At the annual meeting of the Warren 
County Bar Association Hon. W. M. 
Lindsey was re-elected president and E. 
H. Boschlin was elected secretary. 

OHIO. 


The annual meeting of the Columbus 
Law Library Association was held on 
May 18th, in the Law Library rooms at 
the Court House. The meeting was pro- 


ductive of a great deal of good for the 
association, as some very important mat- | 


ters were disposed of. The principal 
events of ‘the annual meeting were the 
election of officers and the appointment 
of trustees. Frank C. Hubbard and W. O. 
Henderson were appointed short-term 
trustees. The old officers were re-elected 
and the list now stands as before: Judge 
Stewart, president; W. E. Guerin, sec- 
retary, and Charles T. Keech, ‘librarian. 
The annual dues were fixed at $10. The 
meeting was very well attended. Judge 
Stewart presided. 


PENNSYLVANIA. 


The Atlantic County Bar Association 
will. in all probability be a reality next 
Fall. At the September term of court 
application will be made for the proper 
powers to bring it into existence. 


The regular annual meeting of the Law- 
rence County Bar Association was held 
last week. The meeting was called to or- 
der by John G. McConahy, the retiring 
president, and the election of officers for 
the coming year was at once taken up. 
The election resulted as follows: Presi- 
dent, James A. Gardner; vice-president, 
M. McConnell; secretary, E. N. Baer; 
treasurer, W. H. Falls; trustees, L. T. 
Kurtz and H. K. Gregory. It was de- 
cided that a picnic will be held during 
the vacation the coming Summer. 


Col. J. M. Schoonmaker has presented 
the Allegheny County Bar Association a 
handsome portrait of Hon. Henry Bald- 
win, formerly a member of the Bar, and 
who won high distinction on the Supreme 

h of the United tSates in the ’30’s 
and ’40’s. 

The Lackawanna Bar Association held 
its twelfth annual meeting in Scranton 
On the 9th of last month. It proved a 
most successful event. Those who sur- 
Tounded the tables were: Ex-Judge W. 
W. Jessup, ex-Justice Alfred Hand, ex- 
Judge H. A. Knapp, ex-Lieut.-Gov. L. 
A. Watres, Judge H. M. Edwards, ex- 
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District-Attorney John P. Kelly, Judge 
F. W. Gunster, Col. F. J. Fitzsimmons, 
Edward Merrifield, ex-Congtessman 
Lemuel Ammerman, T. V. Powderly, C. 
W. Dawson, L. P. Wedeman, H.S. Huls- 
lander, Milo J. Wilson, W. A. Wilcox, 
James E. Burr, C. H. Welles, ex-Assist- 
ant District-Attorney James O'Neill, 
Grant Herring, Walter E. Briggs, M. F. 
Sando, ex-Senator M. E. McDonald, John 
F. Murphy, T. J. Duggan, T. Cramer Von 
Storch, W. H. Jessup, Horace E. Hand, 
Col. Herman Osthaus, W. Gaylord 
Thomas, C. R. Pitcher, R. A. Zimmer- 
man, George M. Watson, James W. Oak- 
ford, Joseph O’Brien, Major T. Frank 
Penman, M. W. Lowry, City Solicitor 
James H. Torrey, George B. Davidson, 
Richard Busteed, Jr., Uric Townsend, J. 
Alton Davis, R. H. Patterson and W. M. 
Curry. 

Application for a charter for the newly 
organized State Bar Association will be 
made on the 25th of this month. The 
association will be represented by John 
W. Simonton, W. U. Hensel, J. S. Young, 
Alexander Simpson, William Penn Lloyd, 
Edward Pallison and Samuel Dickson. 
The object of its formation is to advance 
the science of jurisprudence, to promote 
the administration of justice, to secure 
proper legal legislation, to encourage 
a thorough legal education, to uphold 
the honor and dignity of the Bar, to 
cultivate cordial intercourse among the 
lawyers of Pennsylvania and to perpetu- 
ate the history of the profession. 


The first annual meeting will be held 
at Bedford Springs, on July 10 and 11. 
This association, so recently organized, 
has already 900 members, making it one 
of the most flourishing in the country. 
George Wharton Pepper will celiver an 
address on “Legal Education,” ‘“‘The 
Mission of the Pennsylvania Bar Asso- 
elation,” by a distinguished member of 
the New York Bar, and “The Local Bar 
Association,” by D. T. Watson of Pitts- 
burg will be the other papers read. 

RHODE ISLAND. 


There was a full attendance of Wash- 
ington County lawyers at the meeting 
held in the courthouse at Kingston last 
month to consider the advisability of or- 
ganizing a Bar association. The meet- 
ing was organized by the election of 
Benjamin Case of Wakefield as chair- 
man and Frederick Olney as clerk. By 
vote of the meeting a committee of three 
was appointed to draft a constitution, 
by-laws and rules. The committee is 
composed of Attorneys Charles Perrin, 
A. B. Crafts and Judge N. B. Lewis. The 
meeting adjourned to meet at the call 
of the chairman. 


MARYLAND. 


The legal fraternity of Rockville, 
Montgomery County, have organized a 
bar association, the object of which is 
the arrangement of a minimum schedule 
of fees, the establishment of a library 
and other matters for the advancement 
of the profession. The following promi- 
nent officers have been elected: Thomas 
Anderson, president; H. Maurice Tal- 
bott, vice-president; Philip D. Laird, sec- 
retary and treasury. The Executive 
Committee is composed of the president, 
secretary and Messrs. William Viers 
Bouic, Jr., Charles W. Prettyman ana 
Robert B. Peters. 


TENNESSEE. 


Cc. W. Metcalf, chairman of the Central 
Committee of the State Bar Association, 
called a meeting at his office on May 12 
to fix upon a date and place for the an- 
nual meeting of the association. Messrs. 
Leopold Lehman and John H. Watkins of 
the committee, and James H. Malone, 
president of the association. were pres- 
ent. M. T. Bryan of Nashville and Gar- 
nett Andrews, also of the committee, 
were absent. The association has for a 
number of years met at Lookout Moun- 
tain, but other places were discussed, 
among them the city of Memphis, which 
entertained the association right royally 
some years ago. Others favored the new 
Raleigh Inn, while some were inclined to 
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Monteagle. The place of meeting will, 
be decided upon after full information 
as to terms, accommodations, etc., is 
obtained, and due-announcement will be 
made. The committee named July 17, 
18 and 19 upon which the association 
will be in session. It is understood that 
the approaching meeting will be one of 
great interest. Papers will be read by 
able and distinguished lawyers on dif- 
ferent topics, and, among others, one 
from Joshua W. Caldwell of Knoxville 
on “The Life and Character of Hugh 
Lawson White;”’ and another, by James 
A. Webb of Memphis, on “The Standard 
for Admission to the Bar,’’ and stil] an- 
other from H. M. Wiltse of Chattanooga 
on “The Reign of Technicality.”” Other 
members of the Bar who desire to pre- 
sent papers are requested to notify the 
president, James H. Malone of Memphis, 
at once, so that proper space may be al- 
lowed. 


WEST VIRGINIA. 


The Ohio County Bar held a well at- 
tended meeting on the 17th ult., the pri- 
mary object being to make 1wrrangements 
for the annual meeting of the State Bar 
Association, which will meet in this city 
the coming Fall. The meeting was 
called to order by President Ewing and 
the work before the association was 
commenced. The following new mem- 
bers were elected: C. P. Flick. G. R. E. 
Gilchrist, John J. Coniff, John B. Wil- 
son, and Judge Campbell. A committee 
on reception and entertainment of the 
State association was then appointed 
with the following members: Messrs. A. 
J. Clarke, B. S. Allison, Louis F. Stifel, 
G. R. C. Allen and S. G. Smith, the sec- 
retary of the association. It was also 
arranged that the local association have 
a series of topics for discussion at fu- 
ture meetings. 

CANADA, 


The annual meeting of the Montreal 
Bar was held a month ago. Officers for 
the ensuing year were elected, there 
being a sharp contest for each office. 

Th Barristers’ Society of St. John, N. 
B., are developing a scheme that will, if 
carried into effect, be the solution of 
some problems that have been exercis- 
ing the minds of the legal fraternity for 
decades. They propose to construct a 
building in which to bring together all 
the courts, the law library, the city offi- 
ces and other institutions. The idea has 
been maturing for some time in the 
minds of a number of leadimg members 
of the society, and at a meeting on Tues- 
day afternoon it was discussed at length 
and a committee was appointed to take 
the matter in hand. They propose to 
communicate with the civic, municipal, 
provincial and Dominion authorities on 
the matter and to ask their co-operation. 
Recorder Skinner, Judge Trueman, C. 
W. Weldon. G. G. Gilbert and C. A. 
Stockton are among those who are chief- 
ly interested in the idea, though the 
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its success, as it would be a great con- 
venience to them to have all the courts 
brought together. 

The Bedford, Que., District Bar has 
elected the following for the ensuing 
year: Batonnier, E. Raciot; Syndije, H. 
Builer; treasurer, T. Amyrauld; secre- 
tary. A. Giroux: members of Council, D. 
Darby, S. Constantineau and J. C. Me- 
Corkill. Library Committee, T. Amy- 
rauld, H. Thos. Duffy and A. Giroux. 
Examiners, H. Thos. Duffy and A 


Giroux. 
Se oo - 


LAWYERS. 


Where they are— What they are doing —What is said 
of them—Professional news items. 
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NEW ENGLAND STATES. 


New Haven, Ct.—The new firm of W. 
B. Stoddard, J. P. Goodhart and A. C. 
Graves has opened its offices in the 
Benedict Building. 


Lowell, Mass.—Burke, Marshall & Cor- 
bett is now the title of the eminent 
firm once Marshall, Hamblet & Burke, 
and more recently Marshall, Burke & 
Marshall. Since the death of Hon. J. 
N. Marshall a change has been con- 
templated and John C. Burke becomes 
the senior. The other partners are W. S. 
‘Marshall, son of the late head of the 
firm, and James F. Corbett. 


Salem, Mass.—The following have been 
admitted to the Essex bar: John M. 
Barry, James E. Odlin, Colver J. Stone, 
Benjamin E. Porter, Oliver H. Story, 
Daniel Boyle Kelley, David T. Page and 
John F. Reading: 


Franklin, N. H.—Hon. Frank N. Par- 
sons has been nominated by the Gov- 
ernor as Associate Justice of the Su- 
preme Court to fill the vacancy caused 
by the enforced retirement on account of 
age limitation of Hon. Isaac W. Smith, 
who has reached his 70th year. 


asic haem 
MIDDLE STATES. 


Hoboken, N. J.—The firm of Goede & 
Minturn will be dissolved this month. 


Albany, N. Y.—George Addington and 
Hon. Smith O’Brien are no longer asso- 
ciated. 

Albany, N. Y.—Hon. J. Newton Fiero 
retires from the firm of Parker & Fiero, 
to enable him te give his time more es- 
pecially to trial of causes and arguments 
in appellate courts, the drafting and re- 
vision of bills for legislative action and 
matters pending in the State depart- 
ments, including those relative to assess- 
ment and taxation. His offices are at 51 
State street. 

Binghamton, N. Y.—Edward L. Ran- 
dall has severed his connection with the 
firm of Carter, Deyo & Jenkins and will 
go it alone hereafter. 


Buffalo, N. Y.—Harvey L. Brown and 
Walter P. Cooke have combined and 
opened an office in the White Building. 

Dinsville, N. Y-—Charles H. Rowe and 
Edward T: (Fairchild compose 'a new 
firm here. 

New York, N. Y.—The new firm of 
Bacon, Hedges & Erdman is composed of 
three prominent men, Henry Bacon, Job 
E. Hedges and William Erdman. Samuel 
B. Johnson, formerly of Oswego, has 
formed a partnership with Richard F. 
Greene. They have offices in the Times 
Building. 

District-Attorney Fellows has decided 
to appoint Francis V. S. Oliver of No. 
145 Broadway Chief Deputy Assistant 
District Attorney, at $6,000 a year, in 
place of Robert Townsend promoted. 

Mr. Oliver is a brother of ex-Assembly- 
man James Oliver. He is a member of 
Tammany Hall, and also of the Demo- 
cratic Club. He lives at 861 East 134th 
street. 

Potsdam, N. Y-—Messrs. Everett and 
Ferris have dissolved partnership, the 
latter returning to Colton. 


Rome, N. Y.—Hon. I. J. Evans and S. 


E. Spinning have entered into partner- 
ship. 
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Syracuse, N. Y.—Ernest I. Edg- 
comb and William F. Rafferty of Good- 
elle & Nottingham’s office have formed 
a copartnership and will open offices at 
41 and 42 Nottingham Building. 

Fred Hammond of the office of Wil- 
son, Wells & Cobb, will occupy offices 
with Giles B. Everson in the Bastable 


Building. 
— 
SOUTHERN STATES. 
Macon, Ga.—W. Curtis Nottingham 


and Malcom H. Ayer have been admit- 
ted to practice. 

Rome, Ga.—A new firm here is com- 
posed of Walter W. Vandiver and Albert 
G. Ewing. 

Louisville, Ky.—Each member of the 
firm of Blain & Kinkead will hereafter 
practice independently. 

Louisville, Ky.—At the last exam- 
ination the following were admitted to 
the bar: Messrs. William Marshall Bul- 
litt, Joseph E. Conkling, Maxwell Davis, 
Norton L. Goldsmith, Stuart McKnight, 
Thecdore Culbertson Sniveley, Ernest 
Washburn Sprague, Charles F. Taylor 
ana George Chapman McElroy Young 
of Louisville; Andrew Jackson Parker 
and Ralph Bonstead Whitsett of Will- 
iamsburg, Ky.; William Linn of Mur- 
ray, Ky.; Lemuel Hardin McHenry of 
Hartford, Ky.; Joseph A. McKee of New 
York State, Henry Clay Montgomery of 
Jeffersonville, Ind.; Robert Edward Lee 
Morgan cf Bedford, Ky.; Roswell R. 
Walton of Petersburg, Ky., James Lewis 
Williams of West Point, Ky., and Mil- 
lard Tyree. 

BaJtimore, Md.—At a special meeting 
on the 21st ult. the Supreme Bench ad- 
mitted to the bar twenty-five of thirty 
one applicants. Their names are as fol- 
lows: John W. Arnold, George Becker, 
William R. Barnes, William F. Beis- 
wanger, Livingston H. Bennett, Harry 
K. Brooks, C. Edward Cockey, Francis 
P. Curtis, James A. Gawthrop, Albert 
H. Homburg, Harry M. Hutton, Moses 
Katz, John G. Nagengast, H. Preston 
Scroggins, William G. Towers, Edward 
L. Ward, Sylvester E. Penning, Andrew 
J. Collars, Thomas J. Mason, Cloyd 
Lewis, Isador Goldstrom, Charles M. 
Trueheart, Charles H. Johnson, Lionel 
Scrimger and Howard A. French. 

Yoakum, Tex.—C. E. Smith, ex-Coun- 
ty Judge of Throckmorton County, has 
decided to practice here. 

Richmond, Va.—State Senator Taylor 
Berry has been appointed Judge of the 
Fifth District, to succeed Judge J. D. 
Horsley, resigned. 

———_a ————__—__ 
CENTRAL STATES. 

Chicago, Ill—John M. H. Burgett, for- 
merly of the law firm of Osborn Bros. & 
Burgett, has removed his law offices to 
suite 58, Montauk Block, 115 Monroe 
street. 

McMurdy & Job have taken new of- 
fices in suite 1608 Marquette Building, 
northwest corner of Dearborn and Adams 
streets. 

Francis X. Morrow, a graduate of the 
Union College of Law in the class of 
1886, has formed a law partnership with 
P. H. Lynch, a graduate of the Madi- 
son Law School in Oconto, Wis., under 
the firm name of Morrow & Lynch. 


Ottawa, Ill.—Of a class of thirty-two 
the following were granted certificates 
to practice: Owen Anderson, Jarvis R. 
Burrows, Otto M. Baird, Samuel Block, 
Edward B. Burling, Grant Conard, Clin- 
ton B. Cutler, William P. Frear, George 
Gillette, Charles W. Helmig, Frederick 
A. Hill, Calvin J. Hendricks, Herbert 
W. Hamlin, Elwood E. Kenyon, Charles 
S. Kucker, Frank E. Lacey, Alfred B. 
Louison, S. J. McCaul, Burton W. Nor- 
ton, Harry B. North, Joseph F. O’Brien, 
George B. Quigg, Frank L. Rumble, 
Frank S. Regan, William Sizer, W. W. 
Wood and John T. White. 


Chicago, Ill.—United States Court 
Judge Showalter was tendered a 
banquet last month at the Union 
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League Club by the Chicago Alum- 
ni Club of Beta Theta Pi, his col- 
lege fraternity. Judge Showalter has, 
for thirty years, been a member of the 
fraternity, and was the subject of many 
congratulatory speeches. W. A. Hamil- 
ton, president of the club, officiated as 


toastmaster. H. 8S. Boutell spoke at 
some length on the eminent merits of 
the guest. Among the others present 
were R. K. Reilly, E. S. Beck, A. D. 
Rich, Jr.. W. H. January, Prof. Lee, 
Frank Scott, F. O. Lowden, E. M 


Smith, R. F. Pettibone, E. E. Billow, R. 
M. Shaw, Brodie Davis, Fred Babcock, 
M. H Dey, C. M. Coleman, W. K 
Morehead, J. A. Binhaus and I. 8S. Good 
win. 

Mt. Vernon, Ill.—Licenses to practice 
law were on May 10 ordered to issue to 
the following persons: 


John Burns of Sullivan, Levi Clod- 
felter of Olney, James C. Dooley of 
Chicago, John T. Fleming of Chicago, 


Walter C. Greathouse of Toledo, Charles 
H. Harwood of Crescent City, Randolph 
Howerton of Simpson, George L. Hous- 
ton of Shawneetown, Charles B. Jones 
of Pontiac, Andrew J. Kimmel of Creal 
Springs, James M. Merica of Tuscola, 
Emery F. Marshall. of Salem, Miles A. 
Mattox of Sullivan, Mark O. Moutrey of 
Olney, R. M. McGee of Cottonwood, 
James H. Morgan of Sumner, Anthony 
D. Markham of Carrollton, John T. 
Nixon of Marissa, Edward J. Novak of 
Chicago, Michael J. Oshe of Cairo, W. 
Duff Pierce of Mount Vernon, John C. 
Ritter of Olney, Richard Spicknall, Jr. 
of Carmi, Noah M. Tohill of Robinson, 
Charles B. Thomas of Springerton, J. A. 
Reed of Cowden, Charles S. White of 
Jerseyville, Edmund John Stack of Chi- 
cago, Michael Francis Gallagher of Chi- 
cago, Edwin R. Fish of Chicago, Fred 
G. Blood of Mount Vernon, Frank B. 
Madden of Chicago, Otto G. V. Knecht 
of Chicago, Edward E. Cox of Chicago, 
Henry R. Rathburn of Chicago, Silvanus 
E. Lambert of Chicago, Daniel Richards 
of Mount Carmel, Leon Zolatkoff of 
Chicago, John A. Baton of Newton, D. 
Ryan Twomey of Chicago, Cassius W. 
Christie of Quincy, Addison Blakely of 
Taylorville, David M. Sharp of. Taylor- 
ville. 

Springfield, Ill.—There will be formed 
this month a new firm, to be com 
of Marion M. Woodruff and E. L 
Chapin. 


Greenfield, Ind.—N. R. Spencer was 
last month admitted ‘to ‘the Bar, and has 





formed a partnership with F'~er Bin- 
ford. 
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you know a good thing when you see it ? 


Doxey 


IF SO APPLY FOR MEMBERSHIP IN THE 


ATTORNEYS’ & AGENCIES’ ASSOCIATION, 


206 BROADWAY. N. Y. 


—————— 


None but Attorneys of the 
highest admitted. 
Forwarders of collections are 


standing 


recognizing this fact and are 
using the Directory. 
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Indianapolis, Ind.—P. J. Slocum has en- 
tered into partnership with Charles Hol- 


anapolis, Ind.—Ex-President Ben- 

n Harrison has given up active prac- 
tice and will take a long and much- 
needed vacation. 

fhdfanapolis, Ind.—The following were 
admitted to practice in the Supreme 
Court on the 2Sth ult.: James Benton 
Belknap, Michigan City; Horace Lycur- 
gus Burr, Newcastle; Roswel A. Carter, 
Don Juan; William Robert Clark, 
Rochester; Frank Claypool Cutter, Will- 
jam C. Dailey, Isidore Feibelman, Frank 
N. Fitzgerald, Edward Everett Gates, 
Thomas M. Genolin, George Edgar 
Hume, Sylvan W. Kahn, Omer U. New- 
man, James William Noel, Herbert 
Brown Painter, Edward Benjamin Raub, 
William P. Reagan, Fred O. Ritter John 
C. Ruckelshaus and Samuel R. Waters, 
Indianapolis; Charles Hamblen and 
Francis Crumpacker, Columbus; Clarence 
L. Holcomb, Fort Branch; John Will- 
fam McCormick, Cartersburg; Henry 5S. 
McMichael, Lancaster, Pa.; John V. 
Oliver, Franklin; Frank Sylvester Raw- 
ley, Greencastle; Willis Rhoads, Angola; 
Ruple Dix Smith, Rockport; Hugh D. 
Wickens, North Vernon; Marshall Will- 
jams, Hamburg; William Albert Yarling, 
Shelbyville. 

Ottumwa, Ia.—W. A. Work and John 
W. Lewis have formed a strong combina- 
tion at this point 

Detroit, Mich.—Luke 8S. Montague of 
Howell, a prominent lawyer, has been 
appointed judge of the recently created 
Thirty-fifth Judicial Circuit. 

Detroit, Mich.—A new firm here is 
composed of Edward A. Barnes and U. 
Grant Race. Their office is in the Home 
Savings Bank Building. 

Grand Rapids, Mich.—On the Ist inst., 
Mr. Ralph Stone and Miss Mamie Jef- 
fords, both of this city, were married in 
the Park Congregational Church. Mr. 
Stone is the attorney of the Michigan 
Trust Company of this place, and was 
for a long time the efficient secretary of 
the Michigan State Bar Association, and 
cne of the original editors of the Michi- 
gan Law Journal. He is a young man 
of excellent ability and character, and of 
high promise for the future. 

Jackson, Mich.—John I. Beck and J. H. 
Suver form a new firm here. 

Columbus, Ohio—Thomas H. Ricketts 
and Samuel L. Black, late of Powell, 
Ricketts & Black, have associated with 
them Charles I. Stouffer. The firm title 
is Ricketts, Black & Stouffer, and their 
offices are in the Wyandotte block. 

Madison, Wis.—D. E. Riordan of Eagle 
River has received the appointment as 
municipal judge of Vilas County. 

Madison, Wis.—Warham Parks of 
Waukesha succeeds the late A. Scott 
Sloan as Judge of the Fifteenth Circuit 
Court. 

Madison, Wis.—The State Bar Ex- 
aminers announce the following success- 
ful applicants who will be granted li- 
censes to practice law: Henry C. Waite, 
Madison; Robert Palmer, Lodi; Charles 
A. Skinner, Watertown; Charles Heb- 
bard, La Crosse; Christian -Macwell, To- 
mah; James T. Drought, Milwaukee; 
George D. Gale, Madison; W. A. Bren- 
nan, Lancaster; S. E. Smalley, Cuba 
City; W. S. Williams, Wausau; David 
8. O’Keefe, Stevens Point; William T. 
Bouck, Oshkosh, and Charles Jackson, 
Oshkosh. 

Oconto, Wis.—Francis X. Morrow and 
P. H. Lynch, recent graduates of the 
Malison Law School, are now in part- 
hership. .. sind 





WESTERN STATES. 


Parsons, Kan.—E. O. Ellis has opened 
an office at this point. 

St. Paul, Minn.—James C. Michaels 
and David F. Peebles have entered into 
partnership, with offices in the Pioneer 
Press Building. 

Topeka, Kan.—David Kelso has sev- 
ered his connection with the legal de- 
partment of the Missouri Pacific Rail- 
way. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Mrs. Mary D. Law- 
rence has been admitted to practice. 

Kansas City, Mo.—E. D. Ellison and 
Rees Turpin, two well-known young at- 
torneys, have arranged to practice in 
partnership. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Botsford & Williams 
have been dissolved, and J. S. Botsford 
has moved his office into the New York 
Life Building, with Deatherage & 
Young. 

Kansas City, Mo.—A committee of the 
Jackson County Bar Association, com- 
posed of John Snyder, Frank P. Dexter. 
Grant I. Rosenzweig, W. S. Cowherd and 
H. D. Ashley, examined and reported as 
having passed the examination for ad- 
mission to the Bar: A. W. Barnett, L. G. 
Silbaugh, A. R. Diamond, W. B. David- 
son, T. J. Johnson, George Horn, J. H. 
McCrary, son of ex-Congressman Mc- 
Crary; J. C. Rosenbergen and D. N. 
Powell and Mrs. Mary Lawrence. 

Springfield, Mo.—Joseph B 
was married last month to 
Sproule. 

St. Joseph, Mo.—Messrs. Collins & Barr 
are no longer associated, but will prac- 
tice separately hereafter. 

St. Louis, Mo.—Charles Nagel 
city was recently married to 
nie Shepley. 

St. Louis, Mo.—Ex-Judge Priest of the 
United States District Court and F. W. 
Lehman have formed what will undoubt- 
edly be one of the foremost firms in 
the city. 

St. Louis, Mo.—Elmer B. Adams has re- 
ceived the appointment of Judge for 
the Eastern District of Missouri, suc- 
ceeding Judge Pierce, resigned. Mr. 
Pierce is a member of the firm of Boyle 
& Adams. 

Helena, Mont.—Henri J. Haskell, At- 
torney-General of Montana, is to be mar- 
ried to Miss Knowles, Assistant Attor- 
ney-General, who was his competitor for 
the office which he now holds. 

Helena, Mont.—The firm of McConnell, 
Clayberg & Gunn has been dissolved. 
N. W. McConnell, M. S. Gunn and O. W. 
McConnell have formed a new copart- 
nership, under the firm name of McCon- 
nell, Gunn & McConnell. Mr. Clayberg 
will continue practice alone. 

Lincoln, Neb.—Messrs. Marquett, 
weese & Hall are no longer in 
ship. 

Omaha, Neb.—E. J. Sullivan, 
R. White, Francis Mieding, 
Bradley, Charles Winter, Edward E. 
Willever, Arch oO. Russell, Ovando 
Cowles, F. L. Stahl, Andrew E. Walkup 
and Frank Farmer were admitted to 
practice after the recent examination. 

Omaha, Neb.—The following named 
young men have passed the examina- 
tion for admission to the bar: Thomas 
R. White, W. O. Russell, Eugene J. 
Sullivan, Edward E. Willever, Charles 
E. Winter, T. S. Stahl, Henry Farmer, 
Francis J. Mieding, Andrew J. Walkup, 
Edward L. Bradley and O. Colles. 

Grand Forks, N. D.—Robert M. Caroth- 
ers, Judge of the County Court of Grand 
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Forks County, has been married to Miss 
Helen R. Fulton. 

St. Thomas, N. D.—Grant S. Hager 
was married to Miss A. S. Clemmer of 
Dickinson, a well-known elocutionist, on 
the 22d ult. 

Cheyenne, Wyo.—It is reported that 
Walter R. Stoll is temporarily insane. He 
will probably be taken East for a vaca- 
tion. 

——_———_<—se 


PACIFIC STATES. 


Petaluma, Cal.—Miss Luda Fulkerson 
is the first woman to be admitted to 
practice in this county. ¢ 

Sacramento, Cal—The Governor has 
appointed A. O. Hinkson third Judge 
for Sacramento County. 

San Francisco, Cal.—Arthur Rodgers, 
the well-known lawyer, was last month 
married to Mrs. Elizabeth A. Montgom- 
ery. 

San Francisco, Cal.—The following at- 
torneys have been admitted by the Su- 
preme Court to practice in this State: 
Miles W. McIntosh, licensed from the 
State of Maine; Daniel C. Murphy, Dis- 
trict of Columbia; John C. Calhoun, 
Colorado; J. M. O’Neill, Colorado; L. E. 
Greene of Missouri, Thomas J. Gaffney, 
Michigan, and James K. Ross, Oregon. 

Sen Francisco, Cal.—The following- 
named were admitted to the bar by the 
report of the Supreme Court Commis- 
sioners: Francisco Ignacio de Lemos, 
John Chisholm Crooks, Robert Martin 
Price, Miss Luda V. Fulkerson, J. Rich- 
ard Freud, John Brown, Henry New- 
burgh, F. J. Hambly, Michael Seleyson, 
Green Majors, Herman T. Miller, W. A. 
Fine, Louis O’Neal, Daniel A. McColgan, 
Carroll Emerson, Archibald J. Treat and 
J. F. Gawthorne. 

Visalia, Cal—Gov. Budd has appointed 
A. C. Hinkson as third judge of Sacra- 
mento County. 

Portland, Ore.—Parish L. Willis has 
received the appointment as Police Com- 
missioner. 

Seattle, Wash.—J. E. Hawkins has been 
admitted to practice. He is the first 
colored man admitted in the State. 

Walla Walla, Wash.—D. Miller Solli- 
day, Harry A. Reynolds and Ernest Poin- 
dexter were last month admitted to prac- 
tice in the Superior Court. 

———————_ +e —— 


CANADA. 


Winnipeg, Man.—W. R. Ross, late with 
the firm of Munson & Allan, has entered 
into partnership with Frank S. Nugent. 

St. John, N. B.—S. B. Bustin and J. 
Joseph Porter have formed a strong com- 
bination under the title of Bustin & 
Porter. 

St. John, N. B.—Messrs. McKeown, 
Barnhill & Chapman have dissolved the 
partnership. Each member will practice 
independently. 

Victoria, B. C.—The recent examina- 
tions have resulted as follows: For call 
and admission to practice, C. W. Ward, 
Victoria, and P. McL. Forin, West- 
minster. C. H. Beever Potts of Nanaimo 
has passed his call examination to prac- 
tice as barrister. In the intermediate ex- 
aminations E. H. T. Simpkins and W. 
P. Grant of Victoria were successful. 


—_>° a 


Houghton, Mifflin & Co. announce for 
publication in the early Autumn “A 
Treatise on the Law of Real Property, 
as Applied to Modern Conveyancing,” 
by Leonard A. Jones, in two volumes of 
about 1,000 pages each. 
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NEWS ITEMS. 

Charles E. Swadener, Charles D. Id 
dings and William M. Doupa of Dayton, 
Ohio, have been indicted by the Grand 
Jury, the last named on charges of 
forgery, and the others named for em- 
bezzlement. They have been disbarred 
from practice. 








The charges of fraud and unprofes- 
sional conduct made against Judge 
Thomas Z. Lee of Woonsocket, R. L, 
have not been proved, and Chief Justice 
Matteson and Justices Stiness and Til- 
linghast of the appellate division of the 
Supreme Court have dismissed the pe- 
tition. 

A portrait of Charles Mason, first 
Chief Justice of the Territory of Iowa, 
and one of the distinguished pioneers 
of the State, was unveiled at Des 
Moines on the 22d ult. The ceremonies 
took place in the Supreme Court room 
with all the judges present. 


Herman J. Franche, a young Chicago 
attorney, has been sentenced to the pen- 
itentiary for five years. The sentence 
was the result of a violation of a prom- 
ise Franche made the court over a year 
ago. Franche was indicted on a charge 
of forging a check drawn on the Bank 
of Commerce for $35, and dated Sept. 
15, 1893. When he was arraigned be- 
fore Judge Dunne in December, 1893, 
he acknowledged his guilt, promised to 
make amends, and, as the complainants 
were not disposed to prosecute him, 
Franche was allowed to go under a 
promise to reform. Recently it came to 
the notice of Judge Dunne that Franche 
had gone to a hospital where @ man 
who had been injured by a Chicago 
cable car was being treated and settled 
a prospective damage suit for $250. 

After a fight lasting eighteen months, 
Miss Mary Philbrook of Jersey City has 
succeeded in being admitted to the bar 
of New Jersey. Miss Philbrook is the 
first woman to take the examination in 
that State, and before she could make 
even so much progress she had to fight 
the Supreme Court through the Legisla- 
ture, and practically force the Justices 
of that court to grant the required per- 
mission. In February, 1894, she made 
application to take the examination, but 
was refused on the ground that there 
was no law in the State providing for 
the admission of women. She then drew 
up a bill covering this point, and after- 
ward appeared before the Legislative 
Committee, arguing in favor of the bill, 
with the result that it was passed. 
Although she is now the only woman 
lawyer in the State, others will no doubt 
avail themselves of the avenue she has 
opened. 


A bill has been introduced in the Leg- 
islature of Connecticut making import- 
ant changes in the jury system. The 
chief object of the measure is to weed 
out of the jury list so-called ‘“‘profes- 
sional jurors” and others who may be 
unfit for service in the jury-box. 

It is provided in the first section of the 
bill that no person shall be drawn for 
jury duty who is under 25 years, and 
who is not esteemed a man of “good 
character, approved integrity, sound 
judgment and fair education.” The se- 
lection of a jury list is to be made in the 
towns in the usual way, but when the 
list reaches the Superior Court it will be 
revised by the clerk of the court and two 
persons appointed by the judge, who 
shall act as “jury commissioners.” Ata 
public hearing, any person may appear 





and be heard with reference to the names 
on the list. The commissioners are re- 
quired to erase from the list half of the 
names. This requirement will enable 
them to throw out all objectionable per- 
sons, whether objected to in the public 
hearing, or otherwise known to the com- 
missioners to be unfit persons for jury 
duty. The list of those remaining shall 
be used in drawing juries for the Supe- 
rior Court, and the list of each town 
shall be the only list from which jurors 
can be drawn for local jury duty. Any 
Superior Court, Common Pleas Court or 
District Court may order the drawing 
of additional jurors to prevent the neces- 
sity of summoning talesmen, and no ver- 
dict shall be set aside solely on account 
of any irregularity in summoning a jury. 
The pay of jurors is fixed by the bill at 
$2.50 per day, with 6 cents per mile of 
travel, for each week of attendance, ex- 
cept that jurors summoned for assessing 
highway damages or benefit shall-receive 
only $1.50 per day, and in the petty local 
courts $1. The reduction of pay in the 
higher courts from $3.50 to the old fig- 
ure of $2.50 per day is one of the princi- 
pal features of the bill, and is designed 
to weed out the list of “professionals,” 
which has been steadily growing since 
the per diem pay was increased. 
ere »P  o 





A Summer Law School. 

Last year the professors of the law 
school of the Washington and Lee Uni- 
versity, at Lexington, Va., established 
a Summer law school. This school will 
be continued during the months of July 
and August of this year, and it is the 
intention to continue it from year to 


year. The session this year begins on 
July 1, and will continue for eight 
weeks. The instruction will be given by 


Hon. John Randolph Tucker, dean of 
the school, and Prof. Charles A. Graves. 
The school is expected to be of advan- 
tage particularly to three classes of 
students; first, those who have not the 
means to take a full college course, but 
who would like some college instruc- 
tion; second, those who wish to enter 
the law school in the Fall with the in- 
tention of completing the course in one 
year; third, young lawyers who have 
entered upon the practice of their pro- 
fession with what they feel to be in- 
sufficient preparation. It is intended to 
give practical instruction in some of 
the more important and difficult branches 
of the law to such persons. That the 
instruction will be practical and bene- 
ficial the eminence of the professors in 
charge amply attests. The students of 
this school will have free access to the 
university law library and to the read- 
ing room of the university. 





The United Mercantile Association of 
Buffalo, N. Y., is incorporated under the 
laws of the State of New York, to doa 
general collection and mercantile report- 
ing business in the United States and 
Canada. The business is in charge of 
W. C. Georgi, who has had large expe- 
rience , and whose mercantile reports 
rank high. His large acquaintance and 
thorough knowledge of the local trade 
is invaluable. The association will is- 
sue, next month, a credit guide of Erie 
and Niagara counties, containing the 
ratings of all busines men in these two 
important counties. Their complete list 
of reports will insure satisfactory treat- 


THE UNITED LAW & COLLECTION OFFICERS 
and representation in THE STANDARD MERCANTILE DIRECTORY, should address 
er sThe International Credit Bureau Company, 258 Broadway, New York. —~f 


[= APPLICATIONS COURTEOUSLY CONSIDERED AND INFORMATION CHEERFULLY FURNISHED, 


ment of all claims, and with the well-. 


known law firm of Sprague, Moot, 
Sprague & Brownell, who will act. as 
counsel, they present a system of collec- 
tion that is unrivalled. 


N. Y., on May 28. 





Lchaustion 


Horsford’s Acid Phosphate, 






Overworked men and women, 
the nervous, weak and debilj. 
tated will find in the Acid Phos. 
phate a most agreeable, grate. 
ful and harmless - stimulant 
giving renewed strength and 
vigor to the entire system. 

Dr. Edwin F. Vose, Portland, Me. 


says: “I have used it in my own cag 
when suffering from nervous exhaustion, 
with gratifying results. I have prescribed 
it for many of the various forms of ner. 
vous debility, and it has never failed to 
do good.” 
















Descriptive pampblet free on application to 
Rumford Chemical Works, Providence, R. |, 
Beware of the Substitutes and Imitations. 


For sale by all Druggists, 


RECENT DEATHS. 


Henry Tanner, of Paris, Ill., early last month. 

‘Lhomas B. Mano, of Elizabeth, N. J., recently, 

George B. Joiner, of Watseka, I1., last month. 

General S. S. Hinkle, of Washington, 0., on May 2. 

Edgar B. Wright, of Havana, LIL. early last month. 

Irving W. Mi ls, a young attorney of Ca. 

Nathaniel W. Davis, of Wilmington, Del., a short 
time ago. 

John J Deavitt, of St. Albans, Vt., at the advanced 
age of 87. 

Col. John G. Ryan, of the Chicago bar, died early 
last month. 

Hon. John W. Simonton at Mifflinburg, Pa. His age 
was 82 years. ; 

W. A. Wright, a retired lawyer, of paralysis, « 
Waycross, Ga. 

Alpheus B. Alger, ex-Mayor of Cambridge, Mas, 
early last month. 


Edward M. Harris, leader of the bar of Cooperstors, 








Ex-Judge Levi B. Taft, of Pontiac, Mich., a month 
ago, aged 73 years. 

Jobn W. Barrett, of Middletown, Conn. Uremia wa 
the cause of death. 

Myron A. Evertts, of Athens, Ont., Can., died sui- 
denly on May 12th. 

J. Wyeth Douglas, of Chambersburg, Pa. His ag 
was about 70 years. 

George T. Edwards, a retired lawyer of Russellville 
Ky., in hia 87th year. 

James D. Van Hovenberg, of New York city. Paew 
monia was the cause. 

Ex Judge John D. Field, of New Brunswick, N. J. 
at the age of 91 years. 

Avgus M. Perkerson, a well-known justice of the 
peace, of Atlanta, Ga. 

Hon. John W. O’Brien, of Auburn, N. Y., after a 
operation for appendicitis. 

Beeckman MacGregor, ot Troy, N. Y., on the 2 
of last month. Age, about 56. 

L. B. Cleveland, a brilliant lawyer of Patnam, Con). 
committed suicide last month. 

Oscar B. Gibson, of een, Ind., a short time 4g”, 
after an illness of five months. 

Charles W. omy emg of Watertown, N. Y., ey 
last month, after a short illness. 
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Judge B. W. Lacy, of the supreme court of Vir- 
on the 15th of Jast month. | 
gx Judge David Caldwell. at his home in Gaysport 
Pa., at the advanced age of 94 years. | 
Hon. Levi J. Burgess, reporter of the Ohio supreme 
court, at Columbus, after a long illness. 
W. Holloman, of Arcadia, Mo., presiding | 
of the county court, aged 91 years. 
Alexander Gibb, a well knowo menber of the Otta- 
wa, Ont., bar for nearly fifty years, aged 79 years. | 
Hon. Devnis Barry, of Montreal, Que , judge of the 
cirenit court, suddenly of peritonitas a month ago. 
W. H. Gillespie, of Oswego, N. Y. He had retired | 
frm active practice two years ago, in his 82d year. 
Major Emerson R. Wright, the nestor of the Addison | 
county bar, at his home in Midalebury, Vt., on the 24th 
i 
_ R. Chandler, of St. Louis, Mo., fell down an | 
devator shaft a short time ago, and was instantly | 
ard H. Cushney, the oldest lawyer in Montgom- 
ey county, at his home in Amsterdam, N. Y., aged 86 
"Chauncey A. Lake, of the Kankakee county, II1., bar, | 
aged 75 y ears. He had been in active practice for fifty 
4. 
"George W. Gustin. a distinguished lawyer of Macon, 
Ga. early last month. Apoplexy was the cause of 


- Andrew H. Hamilton, of Fort Wayne, one of 
the most prominent men in Northern Indiana, last 


= A. Eastman, a retired lawyer, at Benton Har- 
wor, Mich., aged 74 years. He formerly practiced in 
Chicago. 

W. E. Showers 
Portland, (reg. 
the stomach. 

Goldsmith W. Hewitt, ex-co>gressman and a prom- 
jneat lawyer of Birmiogham, Ala., on the 27th ult., | 
aged 61 years. 

William P. Beem, of Chicago, has committed suicide 
by refusing nourishment. Disappointment in love is 
given as the cause. 

David G. Eshelman_ one of the oldest and best known | 
members of the Lancaster, Pa., bar, succumbed to par- | 
alysis a month ago. 

Gilbert A. Elliott, of New York city, ef erssipilas. 
He was widely known as president of the Gilbert 
Elliott Law Company. 

L. Richmond Myers, a leading member of the North- 
ampton county bar, died saddenly at his home in Beth- | 
jechem, Pa., on May 2)th 

Dorsey N. H. Schenck, a promising young lawyer of 
the firm of Schenck & Punnett, of New York, at his 
home in Brooklyn, N. ¥. 


Col. William W. Berry, of apoplexy at his home in 
Quincy, 111, where he was prominent as a Republican 
and a corporation lawyer. 

John F. Andrews, of Boston, Mass., on the 30th ult. 
He had been elected to the legislature several times and 
vas well known in public life. 

Robert W. Goode, one of the foremost young at- 
torneys of St. Louis, while sojourning in Texas for his 
health. Consumption was the cause 

M. P. Jarnagan, of Mossey Creek, Tenn., on the 12th 
ult, of Bright's disease, He was a prominent lawyer 
and a trustee of the University of Tennessee. 

John T. Higgins, of Pueblo, Colo., and formerly of 
Bar Harbor, Me , is dead. His change of location, three 
yeats ago, was made on account of his health. 

George T. Parker,one of the foremost members of the 
Rochester, N. Y., bar, on the 3lst ult. He was the se- 
aior member of the firm of Parker, Drake & Parker. 

3.5 Woodward, one of the most prominent lawyers 
of Northeastern Iowa of the firm of Woodward & Cook, 
ely at his home at Independence. on the 19th 


of the firm of Giltner & Showers of 
Death was caused by inflammation of 


| 
| 
| 
| 
; 
| 
} 
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Hon. Robert S. Green, ex-Governor and Vice-Chan- 
cellor of New Jersey. at his home in Elizabeth, three 
weeksago. Heart trouble was the cause of death. 
Aged 64 years. 

E. W. Goddard, of Cleveland, O., on the 27th ult. 
His name was widely known through his prominence 
#acommercial lawyer. Death was the result of a 
paralytic stroke. 

The Right Hon. Sir James Bacon died in London on 
the first of this month at the advanced age of 97. As 
ajadge, his sayings were often memorable, and his 
judgments were seldom reversed. 

Congressman William Coggswell, of the sixth Mass 
abusetts district, at Washington, D.C, on the 22d 
ws. He had served in both branches of the State leg- 
islature, and in Congress for four terms. 

Hiram Barney, of New York, at Spuyten Duyvil, on 
the 18th ult., at the age of 84. He was formerly asso- 
dated in pract ce with Benjamin F, Butler, and was 
widely known by his connection with the anti-slavery 
movements. 


I 


REMOVALS. 


C. A. Boies, of Sycamore, Ill., has located in DeKalb. 
—_ ue Davis, of Palatka, Fla., has removed to 
0 7a. 


John A. Toohey, of Rockville, Conn., has entered into 


| of Idaho, has moved to San Jose, Cal 
| intention to enter active practice. 


| Smith of that city. 








C. H. Marsh. formerly of Elgin, Ore., is now in prac- 
tice at Union, same State. 

Jeremiah Dobbs, it is reported, will leave Madison, 
Wis., to practice in Eau Cla re. 

Walter C. Taylor, a young lawyer of Antrim, O., has 
commenced practice in Steubenville. 

S. E. McCormick of Lisbon, Ohio, bas changed his 
address to Irondale, in the same State 

J. L. Hodges, of Glenwood Springs, Colo., bas moved 
to Denver, where he will begin practice 

John N. Bridges, formerly of Calais, M« 
of Fort Fairfield, has located at Freeport 

R. E. Woods has arranged to locate at Shawnee, 
Okla. Ter., to which town he has removed 

Horace G. Stone, formerly of Kalamazoo Mich., has 
changed his address from St. Paol, Minn., to Chicago. 

J. E. McCollough, of Atlanta, Ga 


and later 


as moved to 


| Chattanooga, Tenn., where he has arranged to open an 


office. 

T. Howard Pardoe, formerly of Lewisburg, Pa.. has 
opened offices in Hazleton, where he will permanently 
reside. 

S B. Vanata, of Council Bluffs, Iowa, has removed 
to Nebraska City, Neb., where be has already begun 
practice. 


W. H. Russell of Chattanooga, Tenn., has removed 


| to New York city, where he will form a partnership at 


an early date 

James F. Doherty has left Maine for Massachusetts, 
and has entered into parnership with T. A. FitzGibbon 
at Springfeld. 

8S. M. West, a prominent lawyer 
has given up practice at Huron. 
jn Kansas City or Sedalia, Mo. 

The firm ot Whitcomb & Armstrong. of New Haven, 
Conn., has been dissolved by the withdrawal of C. B. 
Whitcomb, who has removed to Brooklyn, N. Y., where 
he will immediately commence practice 


of South Dakota, 
He will locate either 


Levi Greenleaf, who has practiced in Lewiston, Me., 
for the past twelve years, bas removed to Portland, 
and opened offices at 3: Exchange street 

8. B. Montgomery, of Rushville, 11, will this month 
leave for Quincy, where he will be a member of the firm 
of Vandeyenter & Montgomery. 

Hon. J. F. Ailshie, a Regent of the State University 
where it is his 


M. J. Smiley, of the firm of Smiley, Smith & Stevens, 
will remove to Chicago, at which city he will enter into 
partnership with Thomas G. Clark, under the firm 
name of Clark & Smiley. 

C. A. Korbley, of Madison, Ind, has made arrange- 
ments for practicing in Indianapolis, having entered 
into partnership with ex-Attorney-General Greeae 
He will move this month. 


Book Cases. 


The Yost Con- 
seolidated Re- 
volving. Especi- 
ally adapted te 
family use, of- 
fices and public 
libraries. Fur- 
nished with 
cleth or bent 
glass covering. 
Single or deuble 
cases. Any size 
er capacity, 
from 50 101,000 
velumns. Stores 
twice the books 
in same revolv- 
ing space. Econ- 
emizesoverhalt 
the room in pub- 
lic libraries. 

ge | case with 
double shelving re 


volvin independ- 
nish- 
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facturers also of like 
double acting Show 
Cases, Cupboards, 
Wardrobes, etc. 
Write for Catalogue. 


THE YOST CIRCULAR CASECOMPANY 
Office, 266 South Jefferson St., Chicago. 
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FIFTY CENTS 
PER VOLUME. 


50° 50° 
FOR THE FOLLOWING 


Second-Hand Law Books 


FOR SALE BY 
WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK COMP’Y, 


ROCHESTER, N.Y. : 
Largest dealers in Second-hand Law Books in the Country. 


Holcomb’s Equity Jurisprudence, 1846. ... 

Hurlstone’s Law of Bonds, i835 

Humphrey’s Precedents, 2 Vols., 1845 

eagees Equity Draftsman, 3d Am. E 

Hubback on Successors, 1845 

Hurd on Habeas Corpus, 1858 ond 

Illinois Real Estate Statutes, 1849 

Impey’s Practice K. B., Dublin, 2d Ed., 2 Vols., 1785. 

ingersoll’s Abridgement in Acts of Congress, 1825. . 

Ingersoll’s Digest Laws of U.S , 1789 to 1820 

Jarman on Wills, 2d Am. Ed., 2 Vols, 1319 

Jenkin’s Clerks Assistant, 4th Ed., 1852 

Jeremy's Equity Juri«prudence, 2d Am. Ed., 1840... 

Joynes on Limitations, 1844 

Kauffman & Mackeldey’s Civil Law, Vol. 1, 1845 

Kerr on Injunctions ia Equity, 1871 

Kent’s Commentaries, Vols. 1, 2, 4, 1826, each 

Kent's Comntentartes, 2d Ed.; Vols. 1, 2, 3, 1832, each 

Kiley on Insolvent Assignments, 1876 

Law’s American Digest Patent, Copyright and Trade 
Mark Cases, 1789 to 1862 

Lacey’s Digest of Railway Vecisions, 1875 

Lawrence’s U.S. First Coatroller’s Decisions, 
1862-3-4.5, per year 

Lee on Abstract of Title, Am. Ed 

Leonard’s Handy Book on Property Law, 1858. .. 

Leigh & Dalzell on Conversion of Property, 1834. 

\.eigh’s Nisi Prius, Am. Ed., 2 Vols., 1838 

Lewis on Perpetuity, 1345 

Lewis’ U.S. Criminal Law, 1817 aide 

Livermore Trustees’ Hand Book. 1881.. , 

Littieton S Biatenley’s Fire Insurance Decisions, 2d 

S68 


d.,1 
Linn’s Common Place Book, 18W... 
Lomax on Executors, 2 Vois , 1841 
Lovelass on Wills, 5th Ed., Dublin, 1788 
Long on Sales, 2d Am. Ed., 1839 
——_ Discourses, 1848 
Locke on Foreign Attachment, 184 
Mathew’s Guide to Executors, 1535 
Mathews on Presumptive Evidence, London, 1827... 
Martindale’s U.S. Law Directory Annual 1874 
MacPherson’s Hand Book on Politics, 1884 
MacPherson on Infants, 18!8 
MacPherson on Infants, 1843 
MacNamara on Nullities, 1855... 
MacQueen’s Husband and Wife. 
Maasei on Demurrer, 1839 


eocssesoo 


AWA AVN PAPUAAD SAN 
- 


Mayne on Damages, 18% . 

Marvin on Average, 1866 Sas 
MacMaster’s N.Y. Railroad Law, i8si..._- 
McClelians’s Surrogate Practice, 2d Ed., 1880 
McCall’s Forms, 1351 

McCali’ t, 2d Ed., 1867 ee 
McKinney’s Justice and Legal Guide, 2 Vols., 1868... 
McKeldy’s Modern Civil Law, 1845 

Metcalf on Contracts, 1 

Miller on Mortgages. iast Am. Kd 

Mitford’s Chancery Pleading, 4th Am. Ed , 1840 
Moore’s Abstract of Title 

Morehouse’s Supervisors Manual, 1836 

Moses’ State Insolvent Laws, 1879 

Moses on Mandamus, 1867 

Moones Digest of Fees, 1890.... 

Morris on Replevin, 18€9 

Nash’s Pleading and Practice, Ohio, 1864 

N.Y. Civil and Criminal Justice, 1870. 

Norman on Patents, 1853 

WNoye’s Maxims, 1808 

Oliphant’s Law of H--rses, 1847 .... 

Oliver on Conveyancing, 3d Ed., 1836 


A PANNA ANAUNSE AANA 


our 


ADDRESS : 


WILLIAMSON LAW BOOK. COMPANY, 


ROCHESTER, N.Y. 


Send for our complete catalogue now in preparation. 





WANTED. 


A Reliable Representative in every County to 
Solicit Subscriptions. Liberal Terms offered 
the Right Parties. Address, 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER, 
(P. O. Box 411.) 48 Church St., New York. 








TRADE 





Practice at Hartford., 


MARKS 


| RICHARDS & CO., sra'souchors 


PATENTS !NCREASE = INCOME. 


LAWYERS can do so by receiving orders for Patent and 
Trade-mark business, and transmitting same tous. We 
do all the work and divide fees. Thisisour specialty. We 
neither solicit nor receive orders directly from inventors. 
Send for our books and circulars, mentioning this publicat.on. 





Patent Agents 


203 B’way, New York. 




































































































NV 


JACOBSON 


’ BUILDING. 
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é . LITIGATION THROUGHOUT THE STATE. ; 
PERIENCE IN DENVER. REFER TO DENVER NAT'L BANK. 
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The Commercial Agency Tappan, McKillop & Co., hia 
ESTABLISHED 1842 CHICAGO, ILL. INCORPORATED 18o1. ganfor 
ASSOCIATE OFFICES THROUGHOUT THE U. S. AND CANADA. Toss 
Commercial Law and Collections. Special Mercantile Reports, 
Publishers of the Aasostate nee < ee Se eee eas work Ry -- Collection Agencies, Jobbers Manutactureny Dorer* 
Tiss dOdaees, aieewpe cue roprenentation. send in aprheation with re = Roba diate ce ale Commer ong 
=f 
LAW SCHOOLS. LIST OF ATTORNEYS =| “Mitton ShoonS:Sx.. s. pustrictationy. A 
Refers to California Bank 


Ite us _¥ the Law Schools, Schools, their Faculty, Mem- 
bership and Course of Instruction. Personal News 
con serning the Professors and Lecturers, the Stand- 
ing and Action of Law Students, their Class or 
Schooi Organ.zations and all matters of interest to 
Legal Euucators and Students. Offices of Law Schools 
and of Law School Urganizations are requested to 
atnd us such matters as are of general interest. 








The Columbian. University Law School 
of Washington, D. C., report an unusual- 
ly large number of graduates, no less 
than eighty-two receiving the r d:plomas. 


A license has been granted to John C. 


Flint, Jess B. Dille and C. C. Rearick 
or organize as a law _ school the 
Northern Illinois College of Law at 


Dixon. 

The Tulane University of Louisiana 
held its commencement exercises on the 
18th of last month in the Grand Opera 
House in New Orleans. An unusually 
large class graduated. 


The law students of Westminster, B. 
C., have formed an association, with A. 
M. Whiteside president. Members of 
the Westminster Bar are to deliver lec- 
tures to the students, and the students 
are to debate once a week the important 
questions of the day. 


There being no school of law in Rhode 
Island, a number of young men are 
anxious to form a students’ associa- 


tion, the existing method of acquiring 
education in law being too expensive. 
Such organizations having succeeded 


elsewhere under like conditions, and ear- 
nest effort will doubtless be made. 


The new law school to be conducted 
_in conjunction with the University of 
Syracuse, N. Y., will be opened to stu- 
dents on Sept. 23. A prospectus has 
just been issued, and from its perusal] it 
may be seen that the arrangements for 
teaching the principles and practice of 
law have been thorough. Already Jus- 
tices Van and McLennan and ex-Justices 
Kennedy and Churchill have consented 
to become lecturers to the institution. 


The Louisville Law School has just 
closed a successful year with commence- 
ment exercises, when the entire senior 
class, nineteen in number, received di- 
plomas. The valedictorian was Mr. 
Harry Montgomery of Jeffersonville. 
The orator of the junior class is Mr. 
Harry A. Smith, while the honors of that 
class were taken by Mr. Joseph Sellig- 


man. The alumni address was delivered 
by Mr. James C. Poston. 

The Alumni Association of the Chi- 
cago College of Law he'd its sixth an- 
nual banquet on May 29, at the Audi- 
torium, which was attended by some of 
the most prominent Chicagoans. 

The following programme was. ob- 
served: Address, Chancellor John M. 
Coulter; address, Hon. Joseph M. Bailey, 
dean; “The Lawyer as a Philanthro- 
pist,’” Miss Marion H. Drake ‘U2; “Class 


of 95,” Frank. L. E.Gauss; address, Hon. 
Thomas A. Moran; “The Lawyer as a 
Citizen,” E. P. Clarkson, ’94; “The Ne- 
cessity of Virtue in the American Law- 
yer as a Politician,’’ J. Milton Head; ad- 
dress, Hon. Henry M. Shepard; “The 
Ideal Lawyer,’ Walter S. Holden, ’90; 
address, Hon. Edmund W. Burke; “‘His- 
tory of ’95,” Joseph L. Davis; “Poem of 
95,”” W. Gale Block; ‘Prophecy of ’95,”’ 
Harvey B. Hurd. 

Henry M. Seligman, president of the 
association, was toastmaster. 


Clamten® (Chiltem)......ccccccecess c 


Dadeville* (Tallapoosa)............... 





IN UNITED STATES, CANADA & EUROPE, 
(REVISED MONTHLY.) 


The — named in this list have been recom- 
mended by banks, bankers, or other equally reliable 
arties, as lawyers of integrity and tested ability. 
ye believe that every one of them is werthy of the 
endorsement which we give by the placing of their 
names herein. If, however. there is known to our 
subscribers, at any time, anything which reflects dis- 
creditably upon any one thus endorsed, we will ap- 
preciate full information of the facts, and if our 
thorough investigat« n shows that the complaints are 
well founded, the list wil! be purged accordingly. 
All such complaints will be treated as confidential. 
When ible, send business to attorneys and firms 
repo! in capital letters and always mention THE 
AMERICAN LAWYER. Counties are named in paren- 
thesis (), and county seats are indicated by a * 


2” Representation in this list will be given 


accredited attorneys on favorable terms, 





ALABAMA. 


Athens* (Limestone). .................- W. T. Sanders 


Birmingham* (Jefferson) 

BUSH & BROWN, Rooms 2 & 3, Steiner Bros. Bank 
Building. (See card.) 

WM. K. BROWN, 114% 21st street. 

— ~ litigation. 


Collections and 
tefers to Berney Na- 
k of Birmingham. 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION. 2 and 3 Steiner 
Bank Building. Bush & Brown, Counsel. 
Commercial, corporation, insurance law and 
collections. References: Any ate or promi- 
nent wholesale house in the cit 

HARLES W. HARE 
Refers to R.G. Dun & Co., and Josiah Morris & 
Co. and Chandler & Jones, bankers, Montgomery. 

we x . Bul, 

Decatur (Morgan)..................+.-- E.w OOBEY 

Fayette* (Fayette) OBT. L. WINDHAM 
Refers to pin mer sea of Alabama National Bank. 





Florence* (Lauderdale)...... ....... John T. Ashcroft 
Greensborough* (Hale)....--....-..-----.-- Thos. Seay 
Livingston* (Sumter)................ Reuben Chapman 
Mobile* (Mobile) 
CLARK & CLARK, 17 North Royal st. Refer to 
First National Bank. 
FIELDING VAUGHAN, 65 St. Francis st. Attorney 
for the Bradstreet Co. 
Montgomery* (Montgomery). ....... Tompkins & Troy 
Selma* ( | RN SOE eee John C. Reid 
= loosa* (T J Dacia Foster, Jones & Rather 
Tascumbia* (Colbert).................. Kirk & Almon 
Uniontown* (Perry)..............- A. C. Davidson, Jr. 
ARIZONA. 
Phoenix* (Maricopa)...........ccc<ee- Kibbey & Israel 
Prescott* (Yavapui)............... Sanford & Morrison 
Tombstone’ (Cochise)................- Wm. C. Staehle 
po ge | eee Barnes & Martin 
ARKANSAS. 
Arkansas City* (Desha)................. Henry Thane 
Bentonville* (Benton). ............. Mauck & Lindsay 
Brinkley (Monroe).................- TUCKER & BAYNE 
Commercial lit' gation a specialty. 
Clarksville* (Johnson).................-- J. E. Cravens 
Dek BE VE a cdssnnpeccatccesacsa R. A. MOORE 
Refers to German Bank of Little Rock, Ark. 
pg ae Jesse B. Moore 





Fort Smith* (Sebastian)................ R. E. JACKSON 
Refers to» Merchants’ Ban ‘ 
Hot Gam s* (Garland) 
ORGE G LATTA. Re 
Oneak S Hot Springs. 
SUMPTER & SUMPTER. Refer to Arkansas Na- 
tional Bank of this place. 
Little Rock* (Pulaski)..................... E. E. MOSS 
112 Allis Building. Kefers to Citizens’ Bank and 
Bank of Little Rock. 





-fers to Arkansas National 


Magoolia* (Columbia)............... Jefferson Wallace 
SS nacciacnwnesesneacuuaniel 1. B. Moore 
Paragould* (Greene) ..............-.--- Hugh Sullivan 
PURE G TI (PRCT wen otcdocnccoccasceet Jas. A. Vance 
eee Davis & Son 
Texarkana (Miller).............. See Texarkana, Tex. 
CALIFORNIA. 
Mes GRUNGE) oocccdccecssccscsees G. E. Colwell 
Celton (San Bernardino)................... ¥. F. Oster 
NN EEE PTE LE. Ernest Weyand 
REED 55 csc ses oodoonnntevaces W. L. Duff 
NE SEND 5.5 Lascccqescnccessandecs A. M. Drew 
Healdsburg (Sonoma) ................... Rose & Pond 





Ww. . nary & CO., 202 me North Main st. Refer 
First National Bank of Los Angeles, 
ALBERT S$. LONGLEY, Law Bid Refers to First 
Nat'l Bank of Los ‘Angabte and ethers nee 
S. P. MULFORD, 223 North Spring st. © 
and probate law practice, specialties; sixter 
years’ experience. 

WELLS & LEE, Rooms 11-17 Baker block. At 

for National Bank of California. Refer to Fint 

National Bank, National Bank of California g4 

Los Angeles National Bank. 
Modesto* (Stanislaus)..................-.. P. J. Hazes 
Oakland* (Alameda)................. EDW. A. HOLMAN 

Refers to First National Bank and California Loa 

& Trus: Co. (See card.) 

Pasadena (Los Angeles).............. Jaa. Mo 
Petaluma (Sonema).............. é eee nll & Mever 
Pomona (Los Angeles)........ -e DAM 
Riverside” (Riverside) ...... ..G.A.§ 
Sacramento* (Sacramento)........ 
San Bernardino* (San Bernardino) 
San Diego* (San Diego)............... H. K. Heffleman 
SAN FRANCISCO* (San Francisco) 

A. D. D'ANCONA, 405 Montgomery st. Commercig 
hice and collec tions. (See card.) 
FOX, KELLOGG & GRAY, Pacific Muvual Bldg, 4 

pee pa I st. Collection department under 

ena l management. (See card front page.) 
— N . | RAVER, Mills Building. Practice in a 


KNOX COLLECTION AGENCY, 110 Sutter st. Tay 
and iwercantile collections. Reference and de 
pository:—American Bank & Trust Co. (Se 
card, bottom margin.) 

San Jose* (Santa Clara).............. Nicholas Bowdes 
San Luis Obispo* (San LuisObispo). Wilcox: n & Boulda 
Santa Ana* (( TAUZC).. ~~~. 22200 eeeeeee wn re ler 
Santa Barbara* (Santa Barbara)... ..... 
Santa Cruz* (Santa Cruz).............. ‘Wille 
Santa Rosa* (Sonoma)...................... 0. H. Hoag 

Stockton* (San Joaquin)...... .... Joshua BK. Webster 
PN COD oct a ccbdtewschsseagncden Davis & Alles 
a ES eae F. E. Bake 









tes 
Cedar B 
Gaines 
Jacksor 
CON 


COLORADO. 


Aspen® (Pitikta) ...... 0. cccscc ccs sscesees H. C. Rogers 
Colorado Spritgs* (El Paso) 

JAS. E. McINTYRE. Refers to First National Bak 

and El Paso ‘anid Bank. (See card.) 
Denver* Wyooct 

BETTS & RINKLE, 805-807 Cooper Bldg. Refer to 
City National Bank. (See card front page.) 

KEARNEY & ERDMAN,600.62sErnest-Cranmeriilock. 
Refers to American National Bank, Denver. 

and Los Angeles (Cal.) National Bank. 

GEORGE S. REOD, 402 Equitable Bldg. Refers to 

First National Bank of Denver. 

— TROWBRIDGE, Jacobson Bldg. Collections. 
depositions, real estate and miaing litigation 
throughout the State. Nine years’ experience 
in Denver. Refers to Denver National Bank. 
(See card top of page.) 

EDW. D. UPHAM, 307 People’s Bank Bldg. Prac 
tices in State “and Federal courts. Prompt 
sonal attention to collections. Refers to 
ver National Bank. 

Greeley* (Weld). ............--eeeseeeee- A. C, Patton 
Gannison (Gunnison)....................+- D. ‘Il. Sapp 
RAO COD in cnccdccccécccnucdaans Wm. H. Naso 
TT F. D. Catle 
REG Ce 5. ove coscccecscvesicasbeane See Garrises 
CR” Ge ac cvscccusexiccecussal Story & Stevens 
PR CD a oss cdidsddduckdetiea A. W. LENNARD 
Specialty: Commercial law. Refers to Stockgrower 
and Pueblo National Banks. .(See card front past.) 
Trinidad* (Las Animas) .......... Northcutt & Fr.aks 


s. eskkcik UEEs -FEESESE = 


CONNECTICUT. 


Bridgeport’ (Fairfield). . messy - Biche & Sheltox 
East Haddam (Middlesex). ‘ ORY JOHNSON 
Collecti ns and commercial Tg 
Greenwich (Fairtield).................- F. A. Habbard 
Hartford* (Hartford) ...... GEO. G. & GEO. UigT SIL 
345 Main street. 
Meriden (New Haven)............... J. Fitzgerald, Jt. $A 


Middletown* (Middlesex)....ARTHUR B. CALEF, m 
Collections and commercial law. Refers to 
ers & Mechanics’ Sevings Bank. 
Moodus (Middlesex)............ Send to East Haddam 
New Haven* (New Haven) 
— Ww. “ADAMS, 157 Church st. Prompt attentioe 
ections. Refers to Yale National Bask. 
GEORGE. t ARMSTRONG, ia Church st. 
in State and Federal courts. Collections malt 
and | remitted. Refers to First asl 
Merchants’ National Banks. 








SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 
110 SUTTER STREET. 


able us to 





KNOX COLLECTION AGENCY 


Law Department, H. C. HODGES, eo 
dle Collections on an 


point in United States or C 


———? 


| Defaulted Mortgages and Bonds, Claims against B+ 
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al 


Yer Ook (Fairtfeld) . 
yen (x (New a 


ganford (Fairfield 
(New Tendon). 
pare cr Te sccepenscccenusé F. Burpee 
Wideor Locks (Hartford) eos. J. W. Johnson 
viexcsmbebeaes, 
Derer* (Kent) 
to the Farmers’ Bank 


yildletown | (New Cute 


Lore & Emmons 
Refers to any bank in the city. 
WILLARD SAULSBURY, JR., 843 Market st. Refers 
to Union National Bank. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
WASHINGTON (Washington) 
JOHN A. BARTHEL, 221 4% st. Mercantile collec- 
tions a specialty. Refers te Central National 


Bank. 
Ww. BLACKBURN, Jr., 472 Louisiana ave. Refers 
toFarmers’ and Deposits’ Banks, Frankfort, Ky. 
CLARENCE A. BRANDENBERG, 412 Fifth St., N. W. 
ae collections and corporation law 
sialties. Refers to Second National Bank. 
. H. CALLAN, 472 Louisiana ave. Commercial 
law and collections a specialty. Refers to Na- 
tional Bank of the Republic. 
GARNETT, KENYON. BLAIR & THOM. Commercial 
and corporation law. Refer to Second Nat. Bank. 
WACKALL & MAEDEL, 416 Fifth St.. N. W. Col- 
lection department, L. P. Loving, manager. 
Refer to Lincoln National Bank. 
LUTHER R. SMITH, Worder Building. Refers to 
Washington Loan & Trast Co. and West End 
National Bank. 


FLORIDA. 
H. C. Hicks 
H. K. OLLIPHANT 
attention to commercial and real estate law. 
to court officers and basine«s houses here. 
Lutterloh, Ashby & Davis 


John W. Ashby 
Maeve" (Duval) 


COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 12 and 13 Law 
Exchange. Chas. 8S. Adamsand H. C. Good- 
ell, Counsel. Commercial, corporation insur- 
ance law and collections References: Any 
bank, or prominent wholesale house in the city. 

FLETCHER & WURTS. Attorneys for First National 
Bank of Florida. 

Juper* (Hamilton) A. B. Small 
Tey Weat* (Monroe J. M. Phipps 
Ocala’ (Marion) Samuel F. Marshall 
City (Volusia) 
(Oran 
Palatka’ (Putnam). jeieian fenry Strunz 
Pensacola’ (Escambia ANOREW). ROSE 
Attorney for Bredetrest’ *. Refers to First National 
m leguatives wt Sek 
e* (St. John) 
Tallahassee* (Leon) 


‘Tampa’ Hillsboro) 
Tiasville* (Brevard) 


GEORGIA. 
(Dougherty) W T.J 
* (Sumter) EVAN T. MATHIS 
Commercial law and collections. Refers to ali banks. 
Athens* (Clarke) Henry C. ‘Tuck 
Athnta* (Fulton) 
JOHN S. CANDLER. Refers to Atlanta Nat'l Bank. 
CLARKE & LOWE, 14 Lowe Bldg. Collections re- 
ceive immediate attention. Refer to Atlanta Na 
' tional Bank and Atlanta Trust & Banking Co. 
COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 3% Whitehall 
st. Garrett & Neufville, Counsel. Commer- 
cial, corporation, insurance law and collections. 
eq t 4 bank, or prominent wholesale 


CONSOLIDATED. COLLECTION CO. Roby Robinson, 
and Treasurer. References :—Any 
bank or business house in Atlanta. 
KONTZ & CONYERS, 6% South Broad st. Commer- 
cial and et end law es ~»* (See card. ) 
RUSSELL 3 MOORE, 202 Law Bldg. Refer to Capi 
tal City and Merchants’ Banke, Atlanta; Niles 
Tool t honine Co., Hamilton, Ohio; Studebaker 
Mannfacturing Co., South Bend, Ind. 
LR, TOLLESON, Collection Agent, 21-22 Inman 
g. Prompt and careful attention given the 
collection of all classes of claims. ers to 
Jobn B. Redwine, banker. 
WILLINGHAM & LANE. Refer to Atlanta National 
Bank and Maddox-Rucker Banking Co. 
* (Richmond) 
ERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 832 Broad st. 
F. Garlington, Counsel. Commercial, cor- 
Poration, insurance law and collections. ‘Ref- 
érences: Any bank, or prominent wholesale 
house in the city 
SAM, F, GARLINGTON. Refers to Capt. Chas. E. 
Coffin, cashier National Exchange k; C.E 
k, stocks. bonds, etc.; Anderson, 
. Mgr. P.R. & W.C. R.R., all of Augusta. 
Attorney for Commercial Law Association, 
oe. Mercantile Agency. Tr * 


8 
Frank Hh —— 


E. Donaldson 
r (al SONNSON & KRAUSS 

aes & Traders’ B’k, Brunswick, 
tnd all wholesale houses here. 





Cartersville* Guu). ). “6 
Columbus‘ t= WORRILL & ReMICHAEL 
s for = Southern Ry. Kefer to 
National Bank. 


Gainesville 
Griffin* (Spalding) 
y Grove (Jackson) 
Jessup* (Wa 
Lumpkin* (Ste 
Macon* (Bibb) 
ANDERSON 2 & o——- pane Second st. Attorneys 


for m Construction Co. 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, MasonicTemple. 
Arthur Dasher, Counsel. Commercial, cor- 
poration, insurance law and collections. Ref- 
erences: Any bank, or prominent wholesale 
house in the city. 

GRACE & JONES. Masonic Bldg. Commercial and 
cespesation law preferred. Refer to Exchange 


Ban 
JOHN L. HARDEMAN. Refers to First National Bank. 
Montezuma (Macen) J. M. DuPree 
Newnan* (Coweta) ane - _ Freeman 
Perry* (Houston) Duncan 
Rome* (Floyd) Heary Walker 
Savannah” (Chat 
COMMERCIAL ‘LAW ASSOCIATION, Bul! andBay sts 
Griffin & Brown, General Counsel. Commer- 
cial. corporation, insurance Jaw and collections. 
References : Any bank, or prominent wholesale 
house in the city. 
GRIFFIN & BROWN, Cor. Bull and Bay sts. General 
Attorneys for Commercial Law Association. 
Ref-r to Chatham Bank and Nationa) Bank of 
Savannab. 
Thomasville’ (Thomas) 
Valdosta* (Lowndes) 
Waycross* (Ware) 
Waynesboro* (Burke) 


MacIntyre & MacIntyre 
Powhatan B. Whittle 

>. McDonald 

Lawson, Callaway & Scales 


Boise City* (Ada) 

Idaho Falls (Bingham) 
Lewiston* (Nez Perces) Rand & Haynes 
Moscow * (Latah) James H. Forney 
a ee J. H. Richards 
Pocatello (Bingham) E. P. Blickensderfer 
Weiser* (Washington)................-.-- J. W. Ayers 


— 
Abingdoa (Knox). . Dennis Clarke 
DR CI cain ta cnkin écadassercéiacs i. P. HODGE 

Refers to Alton sete Bank. 

Amboy (Lee)... .. Wooster & Hawes 

Aurora (Kane). -H. O. Southworth 

Austin (Cook) - J. W. Bennett 

Beardstown (Cass)... 

Belleville* (St. Clair)... 

Belvidere* (Boone) ...-Fuller & De Wolf 

Bloomington* (McLean) CALVIN RAYBURN 
Commercial law and collections. Remittance made 
day of collection. Refers to the Bradstreet Co 

Bushnell (McDonough)........ ---David Chambers 

Cairo* (Alexander). . 

Carbondale (Jackson). . 

Carthage* (Hancock).... 

Champaign (Champaign). 

Chenoa (McLean).............00-26+- See Bloomington 

CHICAGO* (Cook) 

W. C. ANDERSON, Suite 1120 and 1121 Chamber of 
Commerce Building. Commercial, corporation, 
= insorance and banking law. References 

rnished on application. 

BOND’ Ss S$ COMMERCIAL AGENCY, 1131 to 1136 Unity 
Building. Clifford & More, Attorneys and 
Counsellors. Commercial law and collections. 
(on card.) 

MARK C. FARR, Suite 610, 36 La Salle st. (See card.) 

HOWARD N. OGDEN, 84 Adams st. Refers to Hon. 
Wm. C. Wilson, Washington, D. C.; J. Foster 
Rhoades & Co., Chicago. 

Chillicothe (Peoria) 
Danvers (McLean) 
Danville« a 


Geo. H. Stewart 
H. J. Hasbrouck 


Barthel & Farmer 


Send to Peoria. 
See Bloomington 
Penwell & Lindley 
D. C. Corley 

E. B. Gilbert 


Effingham* (Effingham) HENRY 8. KEPLEY 
Special attention given real estate and commercial 
law and collections. Refers to = National B k. 

Wate Cae) 2200 ccccocecesscccceesecs . M. IRELAND 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Elm wood (Peoria) Send to Peoria. 

Freeport* (Stephenson).............. L. & M Stoskopf 

Galena* (Jo Davies) Baum & Leekley 

Galesburg* (Knox)....Williams, Lawrence & Williams 

Henry (Marshall) 5 

Hi 

Jac ry (Morgan) 

Joliet* ( ) 

, hig 7, 8 and 9, Young Buildidg. 
County National Bank. 

Kewanee (Henry) 

y (McLean) 
Touiben a 
Lincoln* (Logan) 

Macomb* Camera 

_: brea 


Refer to Will 


Blish & Lawson 
See Bloomington 
Sse Bloomington 
Beach & Hodnett 


Monmouth* (Warren). Gaadeicbubstevabans “Bagar 3 McDill 





Morris* Srv ) a seececeecececeeess-- ks. Sanford 

Mound City* ( )enneesseee---WILLIAM A. WALL 
Refers to First State Bank of this place. 

Mount Carmel* (Wabash Bell & Green 

Mount Carroll* (Carroll).........-.-C. B. Smith & Son 

Mount (Brown). Z. T. Young 

Mount Vernon* pa ccccccccceces C. H. Patton 

Oregon* (Ogle)........ sosesesesssueees- 1 Framik Bacon 

Ottawa*(La Salle)............ cece 

Paris* — 

Peoria* (Peoria) 

HENRY C. FULLER and RICHARD H. meee. At 
torneys for Anthony Loan & Trust Co. 

Princeton (Burean)............. 


Gane | (Adams) 
L. E. EMMONS, Jr. Refers to Ricker National B’k. 
PENICK & WALL. Collections remitted on day of 
collection. Prompt service. Notary in office. 
Refers to the State Savings, Loan & Trust Co. 
Rantoul (Champaign) aes 
Ridgway (Gallatin) Phillips & Wiedemann 
Rockford* (Winnebago)................ D. w. SHOUDY 
Refers to People's Bank. (See card.) 
Rock Island* (Rock Island). rey 5g . wa 
Refer to Rock — banks and 


Shelbyville” (Shel 1b 
e e* (Shelby) 
Soronto (Bond) 


. Matne: 
Springfield" (San STEVENS & LANPHIE 
Practice in State a Federal se Special at- 
tention to collections. real estate, as and . 
commercial law. Refer to Springtield arine Bank 
and Ridgely National Bank. 
Streator (LaSalle) 
Sullivan* (Moultrie) 
—— (Lawrence) 
—— (De Kalb) 
lorville* (Christian) 
Toledo* (Cumberland) 
Vandalia* (Fayette) .........c..scceceeee- B. W. Henry 
Waterloo* (Monroe) Chas. 
Waukegan* (Lake) & Arnold 
—— ——- Saiheti an WYATT 
enera Yoenon ections given service. 
Winder’ eat e J. M. Riggs 
Woodstock* MeHeary) Joslyn & Caney 
WR VE CRGRENED cc cccccecacccoccases J. Fitzgeral: 


INDIANA. 


Anderson* (Madison) 
Refer to the Bradstreet Co. 


Bourbon (Marshall) 
Cambridge City CW ) 
Jam ayne 
Columbis ¢ City? ¢ Grne; 
Colombus* ( Ractheleneee 
Refers A Irwin's Bank. 


ite & Chamberlain 
Gcuianeendaneasenasian’ H. F. WILLKIE 
Refers to Citizens? Exchange Bank. 
Evansville* (Vanderburgh) 
Fairmount (Grant) .<........2..ccc..2000- L. A. Cassell 
Fort Wayne* (Allen) 
er LOWRY. Refers to Old National, First Na- 
mal and Hamilton National Banks. 
ZOLLARS & WORDEN. Refer to Hamilton Nat. Bank. 


‘0D & HEROD. Rooms 14-17 Fletcher Bank Bldg. 
Refer to anv = 
KERN & BAILEY Seats Bank of Indiana. 
MORRIS, NEWBERGER ri CURTIS, Commercial Club 
Bldg. Practice in Federal, State and . 
Courts. Commercial corporation law. Col- 
lection devartment. Stenographers, Notaries 
and long distance telephone in office. Refer to 
all ge ~ banks; Armour & Co., Chic 
H. B. Cla and Hanover Nat. Bank. N 
NATIONAL COLLECTION AGENCY, Baldwin Block. 
Special attention to claims of manufacturers 
= hag -- ~ cme :—Indiane National 


LEOPOLD r 3 “ROTHSCHILD, 18% North Pen so 


—— st. Collections and commercial law. 
rchants’ National Bank. 
SPAHR | aes Collections and Commer- 


Commercial Law and the law of real 
Refers to Citizens and Howard ae 
Lafayette (Ti .-Geo. B. 
La Porte* (La 
sport™ ( (Cass)... 


Mount Vernon* (Posey) 
Muncie* (Delaware)... 
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3 Ree 
Spnth Done (St. Joomph) Bird City (Cheyenne).............-..- MORRIS STINE | Somerset* (Pulaski).................. 
J.D. HENDERSON. Refers to Firat National Bank. Refers to Farmers & Merchants’ Bank. Uniontown \ = eben aanedtrne’ OBER; 6. { 
DUDLEY M. SHIVELY. Refers to all banks, Stude- 5 Refers to Bank of Uniontown. 
Wa and _— Mat CTRGREIINED ss cocceccneseshdad Field Mele ‘ 
* inchester* eeRacsicceccegutiens kner 
ANTOINETTE D. LEACH. Commercial law especially. rood Falls (Chase) Johnston Bros Bee & Joven 
Council Grove* (Morris).........GE0. P. MOREWOUSE LOUISIANA. 
JOHN S. BAYS. “Commercial law and oiestiene. Cit y ray, 8 Refers to Morris Coun — - 
Teegarden (Marshall)................... See P Dodge City* (Ford)........... EPMA O Baton Rouge* (E Baton Rouge)....... Read & Goodale 
Terre Haute* (Vigo)...........:- BEECHER ai ELLEY Eldorado* (Butler)..... ..........--+++- ED. Siratford Donaldsonville (Ascension).......... Edmund Maury 
Refer to National State Bank. Emporia™ oat Srecuiannemnnneuiceia’ L. B. Kellogg | Marksville* (Avoyelles).......... Adolphe J. 
Valparaiso* (Porter). .........-.-.+++++++ W. E. Pinney | Fort Scott* (Bourbon) Monroe" (OQuachita)..........+++++.+--.. : 
Vincennes* (Knox)...................- Jonathan Kei D. F. CAMPBELL. Refers toall the banks atFt.Scott. | New Orleans* (Orlean 
Wabash* (Wabash)..............-----e.. Oliver Bogue HUMPHREY & HUDSON. Office in Union Block. AMACKER, MOORE & DUFOUR, New 
Walnut (Marshall)... ............cccccces See Plymouth Mercantile law particularly. New York references furnished on rare 
Winamac* (Pulaski)..........-.-----see-+- Nye & Nye | Fredonia* (Wilson)..............-..---+» Atwood Cady — & ye Carondelet 4 
Garden City* (Finney).................. Milton Brown © Hibernia Nat'l, Louisiana Nat'| and Bank of 
INDIAN TERRITORY. Garnett* (Anderson).............-..-+-++- A. J. Smith Commerceot New Orleans, and First N.B-Chie 
Great Bend* (Barton).................. J. H. Jennison A. J. PETERS, 606 Gravier st. Commercial lay 
Ardmore (Pickins)--.......-...--.-... J.C. Thompson | Hiawatha* (Brown) ..-------.«.+«--««+«--- W. L. Shale aot collections. Refers to Citizens’ Bank ang 
M * (Creek Nation) .. “HARRISON 0. SHEPARD | Hojlton* (Jackson) Ho kine & Hopkins Metropolitan Bank. 
Collect anywhere in the Territory. Hoxie* (Sheridan)..........-.-.. a A. Chambers JOSEPH N. PWOLFSON, 6 Carondelet st. 
Parvell (Pontotoc) ..........--..---.- Geerge M. Miller | Humboldt* (Allen)...................2+- ..E. A. Barber and coneeresinn practice. (See card ) 
South McAlester (Choctaw Nation). SHEPARD & GROVE Hutchinson* (Reno) ................... Wright & Stout | Rayville* (Richland) , 
Vinita (Cherokee Nation)..... HARRISON 0. SHEPARD | Jotmore* (Hodgeman)..............-.-- Jno. F. Curran | Shreveport* (Caddo)................... F. 
Jewell Cit (J Palen as Sin bloitintioadel J.C. Postlethwait 
IOWA. Junction City* (Geary).---......-.-. John O. Marshall 
SE cctcudcnncdaccoawennghansenl E. Gates | Kansas City* (Wyan eis) psasenceoned E. S. EARHART | Auburn* (An 
Algona* (Kossuth)................- GEORGE R. cLouD 320 Portsmouth - Yoana Augusta* (Kennebec) 
. Extensive commercial and trial business. Kingman* (Kingman).................- % +" La Bangor* (Penobscot) 
Atilantic* (Cass)........ --Clinton S. Fletcher | Larned* (Pawnee) ..... Bath* ( ERE REET RTE eS 
Baldwin (Jackson)... — > sy mate Lawrence* (Douglas) Biddeford* (York).. .........cceceeees--- Geo, F, Haley 
Bedford* (Taylor) B. Hadd Refer to Douglas County Bank. Brunswick ——— Posceosseseuse George D. Parks 
hs. ccccassacaccsnenssestnuin’ WW Cansiy Leavenworth (Leavenworth) ..........E.N. 0. Clough | Calais" (Washington). ..... .---Lemuel G. Downe 
Britt (Hancock) ... R. J. Ww. Bloom | Lyons* (Rice)................ -.Jones & Jones | Cherryfield (Was petanh ----Fred I. Campbell 
Burlington* (Des Moines) --Kelley & — anhattan™ (Riley).....-. -Jobn E. Hestin | Dexter (Penobscot)... ... .-Crosby & 
Carroll* tay pases uibonausene ewe H. W. Macom Marion” (Marion).......... .-. King & Kelley | East (Washington)............. HN “acraul 
Cedar Ra) _ Marysville* (Marshall)................ Glass & Pollack tefers to any k in city or any county official 
ALBERT 7 COOPER, Security Savings Bank Bldg. | McPherson*(McPherson).......... Simpson & Johnson | G (K Dncnudasgdwonsennd & Clasea 
eran to Cedar Rapids National Bank and | Meade* (Meade)..................0-----+-- 5. W. Miles ee (Androscoggin)... . M. Drew 
td ag tay Minneapolis* (Ottawa)............- George W. Hurley | Portland* (Cumberiand) ............... GEO. ¥. NOYES 
CRIS MAN fers to Cedar Rapids National | Mound Ri cisincdniseenagcnnuel ohn W. Poere 98 Exchange st. Refers to Portland Savings Baak 
Bank and Security Savings Bank. (See card.) | Newton" ( i senesiedesdbeneéecena Willard Kline and Canal National Bank 
Charles City* (Floyd)................... Robert Eggert ST MIIOGED cn ccanesnconcnenden I. H. Thompson | Rockland* (Knox)............. .C. E. & A. S. Littlefield 
Cherokee* (Cherokee).................-- M. Wakefield | Olathe* (Johnson) ....................... J. W. Parker | Saco* (York)................cscee- senens Geo. E. Grant 
Gounell Kaatiy” (Potiawatteaia) ~ Seilinss & Sellen | Oetawer (Wremkliay vow er a Waddle | We ee ee 
- wai r) man ti wa* ( |) ee -A. © | Waterville (Kennebec)............... H 4 
Og ON Eee John McCook | Paola* (Miami).................2-+--.-+- Jno. W. Bell ss 
SS aaa John M. Hays | Pittsburg (Crawford).....-.....---..--.---. 0. T. BOAZ MARYLAND. 
Davenport* (Scott)...................... T. A. MURPHY Refers to National Bank of Pittsburg and First Na- lis* (A Arendal Frank H. 
Whittaker Block. Commercial wos . specialty. tional Bank, both of Pittsburg. - AL ALTIMORE (Bal > Baltimore) Peecceese Stockett 
Denison* (Crawford) ...............-- . CONNER | Russell* (Russell) _Lenbasenedoosnbaneesosade H. G. Laing SHRIVER, BARTLETT | CO., St. Paul and 
Des Moines* (Polk) |) SSR EE: R. A. Lovitt ta te tile la: 4 oni om he meen 
CUMMINS & WRIGHT. Refer to Towa National and | Santa Fe" (Haskell) .....-.--.-.-20-2... T. C. Coffman -. Soe ae. ae 
Vallev National Banks St. Mary’s (Pattawatomie)...... .... Hagan & Mackay “7 ie — es Bank and Weste — 
DUNSHEE & ALLEN. Comniercial and corporation | St. John* (Staffo rd, solhnntibiainiaeanrel A 2 Dank ef Baltinan. ties card en yo 
law and collections. Prompt personal attention | Seneca* (Nemaha)........... SAMUEL K. WOODWORTH BONDED ‘COLLECTION AGENCY a tg: lh 
given to all business receiv Claims present- Refers to First National Bank. Buildi Refers to Fideli ws De 
on day of receipt and report made by return | Smith Centre* (Smith).................- D. M. M nea i od ty t posit Co. of 
mail. Notary and stenographer in office. Ghockten® (Becks) ......cccesescosecsese. J, R. BROBST PARRY LEE DOWNS yr dG Law Com 
A.A. MCLAUGHL N, 405 lowa Loan & Trust Bldg. Reference: Say i. Smith, banker maaned seration mathe ord ’ 
Refers to Savings Bank of Iowa. Topeka* (Shawne).................. DOBBS & STOKER ELLIOTT rn HOFFMAN, 220 290 ¢ — — 

D. W. WOODIN. Commercial litigation » specialty. Central Nat. Bank Bldg. Refer to First, Merchants’ ~H. H. RALEIGH, 10 H kine Pl uita e Bldg. 
References furnished upon request. and Central National Banks, Citizens’ Bank, The Merchants’ Protecti Cc edit & Collection a 
Dubuque* (Dubuque)..............-..-.-- A. P. Gibbs Parkhurst-Davis Mercantile Co., all of Topeka. ere N ab ~ Soma 
Eldora* (Hardin) ...................-- Charles L. Hays | Wa Keeney (Trego)..............0.0.---- Lee Monroe to P ee Dank, Maschanes it ‘Bank, at 

Refers to City State Bank and Hardin Co. Bank. | Washington’ (Washington). . --Powell & Pawell Nae met eg ff meme bs at BE 
Emmetsburg* (Palo Alto).....McCarthy & Linderman | Wellington” (Sumner)................ Ferguose yarrae wr a aS nee ASS'N, wo 
Fort Madison* (Lee)............. Jobn D. M. Hamilton | Wichita (Sedgwick).......... —_— H& naucn leBldg. M tile] d collections. 
Glenwood* (Mills).....-.-------.-+--+-+++« S. Gilliland Refer to Sedgwick Co ye, — — wee 
Grinnell* (Powesbick) SE = Haines & Lyman | Winfield* (Crowley)..............-....+---- F. C. Hunt Co: reial | . posses one Uollecti Refers to See 
Hamburg’ (Fremont)...........- Hammond & Stevens | Yates Center* (Woodson)..............- W. H. Slavens od Nati ee —— oo 
Iowa City~ (Johnson) pinenabinetiniae Ranck & Wade Camt > (Doreb te "WM. 0. MITCHELL 
Keokuk" (Lee).............s00ssss0-- W. D. Patterson KENTUCKY. oe ay me ee ET. 
Knoxville* (Marion) .................... §. C. Johnson | Ashland (Boyd)..............--......+-- William Paoge Cumberland” ‘Alle ~— - * A. A. Wile 
Le Mars* (Plymouth)..................-- J. U. Sammis | towling Green (Warren)........... W. W. Manstieid Denton* “al jegany).. Russum & Lewis 
Maquoketa* (Jackson...............-..-. G. L. JOHNSON | Covington* (Kenton)............. Simmons & Simmons Easton* (talbeu “J. Frank Tumer 

Refers to First National Bank of Maquoketa. Franktort* (Franklin)........... 2.2... D. W. Lindsey | Eivtone ‘Cecily. iu Haines 
Marengo” (Iowa) .........-.. Hedges, Rumple & Lake | Grayson (Carter).........--..+--++---- H. D. GREGORY | FL deric: os rick BAKER JOHNSON 
Marshalltown* (Marshall)........-...... O. L. Binford | Henderson* (Henderson).......... $. 6. & R. D. VANCE Refers to Citi: tional Baal 
Mason City* (Cerro Gordo)...... — nes & Markle Attorneys for Ohio Valley Bank. noe (Ww — ‘Armstrong & Scott 
Mount Ayr* (Ringgold)......... iaaghlin & Campbell | Lexington: (Fayette)... KENTUCKY COLLECTING CO. | Hagerstown* (Washington).......- Dennis & Brat 
Muscatine* (Muscatine)............... T. R. Fitz vrald H. E. Ross, Counsel. a to any bank in city. Salisbury {Wicomico Joosecconcs Toadvin & Bell 
Beveda Oey). crs so voces M8. Webb | “avait Les emecon m) ronieville Trust Co. Bldg. | 80% Hille (Worcester) .<...--c20: rn 

ev: _. eee isa prhededenial . P. Webb jo. Trast Co. Bldg. | Geectetectest feat Makentaee * Re 
a ne a ce:| a ace 
icosa* (1 Dew cccncecteseeseatl ames A. Rice er to sville n be e 
Ottumwa* (Wapello)............... McElroy & Roberts Fideli Trost Safety Vault Co. MASSACHUSETTS. . 
Preston (Jackson)... Send to Maquoketa BARNETT, MILLER & BA NETT, Cor. 5th & Market | Adams (Berkshire).............--.----..-.N. H Bis 
sock Rapids* (Lyon).............- J. K. P. Thom sts. Attorneys for Louisville Banking Co. and | Amesbury (Essex)...... ote ceeeeeeenee Jacob T. 
Sheldon (O’Brien) ................--.... iN. McIN IRE German Bank. Practice in State and Federal | Amherst (Hapmshire)........s-s0-2 Send ital 

First National Beak Building. courts. Commercial, insurance and corporation | Ashburnham (Worcester)........-. Send to Fi 

aged OS SE ae G. D. Woodin specialties. Attleboro (Bristol) ............-..--- PHILIP E. North 
mers wean ial Lit d col “or STGRANDE;®, Cor inh and Jefferson se Attleboro Nat Hank and AvOsboro Savings Ba 
Jommercial li on and col- er to a an 
ections. Refers to Merthwostice Naz Bank. ce Bank. Barnstable* (Barnstable) ............------- Day & 
MURPHY, Rooms 30-31 Metropolitan block. WALTER R DARBY 78 Trust Bldg. Notary Public. | BOSTON* (Suffolk) 
CHAS K. WILLIAMS. Refers to Security National ‘Commercial law a specialty JOHN E. ABBOTT, 85 Devonshire street. Refers 
and Iowa Savings Banks. — G. ROGERS, Fifth ave. Refers to Third International Trust Co. and M. Bolles & Co. 
Sioux ie _— I Sdn lkdietneti F. H. Helsell ational Bank. of 
—— (Clay)...... Richardson, Buck & Kirkpatrick we. wh WATTS, ‘Cor. Fi Fifth ag ; ae sts. Refers to HENRY AUSTIN, 28 State st.. (also Conminionee 
Storm Lake x | Maes Vista).........-- mae, Land a German Bank and imoctconag) and meeeey Public. Refers to 
— ain See TE NAS HEMP 9 M. Brink German Ins' ———— — 9 (See card page 223.) ional Bank. te 
Traer (Tama)................ ARTHUR K. hiTeHeoCK Mayfield* (Graves)..............2--s0002+ R. O. Hester HERBERT t BAKER, 178 Devonshire st. Refers 

Refers m4 Traer State Bank and Bank of Brooks & | Maysville* (Mason)............-.......- Cachran & Son preeerat ational Bank. te 

Moore, Traer. Middlesborough @all).. Sdadesaccipecnen i A. Wood EDW. C. BATES, 67 Equitable, Building. Refers 
Waterloo’ (Black Hawk)........ Boies, Couch & Boies | Newport* (Campbell)................-- & Desha res National Sa estboro. 
bens ~ hy (Hamilton)............ WESLEY MARTIN ater ey 4 (Daviess)...........--- GEORGE W. JOLLY R. C. BAYLDONE Milk a (See card.) Wash- 

Refers to Hamilton County State Bank. (Late U.S. Attorney, District of Kentucky). Prac- JOHN HASKELL BUTLER, _ oe 24 
Winterset (Madison)................. A. W. C. Weeks tice in State and Federal Courts. Refers to First PeNTeR (See cord fron Commercial 

National Bank. = NTER & TOWLE. A Tremont te 

KANSAS. Paducah* (Me 36s cccedeuacil THOS. E. MOSS d corporation Refer to Old Colony 
Abilene* (Dickinson) ............. Stambaugh & Hurd Practice in all Motte and Federal Courts. Refers Trast Co. Collections 
Anthony (Harper) ............-....--- H. Parke Jones to all banks. FARNSWORTH & CONANT, Sears Bidg. “4 National 
Arkansas City (Cowiey).-.-------- Oliver M. Wilson | Paris* (Bourbon).............-..--.- Lockhart & Lyng a specialty. Reference:—Freeman's N 
Athlon: a... -H. M. & W. A. Jackson | Richmond® (Madioon)................-. 7_* belive oni ci > d Homie Ket cnal Lee 
Belleville* (Republic)..................-- . T. Dillon uussellville* (Logan)............. eocce N Court s' 
BT CE i ccctnccscccosccccnesssce A.G Mead Refers to of Russellville. ican Powder Mills and J. B. Lewis Shoe Co. 











f, AGE ik aE |) 


dire 


oe 
4 
= 


cE caer atnivereie 


Fi 


cP BE 


a 
a 


F 


ar 
re 


i pat 


fii 


: 3 


e Hei 


i 


al = . 
EH 


= =OsS 
pes 


se - 
s =~ 
ai 33 


a5 


: 


mmercial 
| Colony 


i 


National 


to Amet- 
oe Co. 


THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 


267 








eet STATE LAW CO., 105 8 g. Opeagne & | Fleer (Geneeet ercnececccc W lice Rablgon 
ate L jumner 8' © & | Flint* (Gemesec) ................--- alter son 
INTERST burp, Connesel. | Frankfort (Bensie)........... .....-.- E. R. Chandler 
CHARLES W. JANES, 84 Summer st. Commercial | Gladwin* Ce Seah piucendemiahed J.T. Campbell 


law and collections. Nota 
to Manufacturers’ National Bank of Boston. 

WILLIAM GREGORY JONES, 299 Devonshire st. 
Notary Pablic and Justice of the Peace. De- | 

itions carefully and promptly taken. 

uynDE, wanes & LYNDE™: 68 Cornhill. 

MERCANTILE LAW CO., 56 Bedford street. B. K. 
Moore,  recideat. Kendall, Moore & Burbank, 
General Counsel. 
National Bank. (See card.) 

MOULTON, LORING & LORING, 29 Pemberton Sq. 
Refer to Old eed Trust Co. and the Globe 
National Bank 

READ’S LEGAL & MERCANTILE AGENCY, 20 Devon- 


in office. Refers | 


Refer to Mount Vernon | 


shire st. A. H Attorney at Law, Pres't. 
Ww. F. & W. S. SLOCUM, 257 Washin st. Refer 
to Hide & Leather National Bank. (See card.) 


SPRAGUE & WASHBURN, 105 Sumner st. Refer to 


Mount Vernon N ational Bank. (See card.) 
Brockton (Plymouth).......-........- — .. to- 
Brookfield (Worchester).............. 

Cambridge" (Middlesex)........ cseRT A A. Pa “PEVEY 
Refers to First National Bank. 

Easthampton (Hampshire) ........... a ~ A = oke 

Fall River a AE + eeeeccececcceccecces re 

Fitchburg (Worcester).............. Giias, s HAYDEN 
Refers to W _—" National Bak. 

Gloucester (Essex). .....-....2+-200-e- pm a. , = 

(Hampshire) ................ lyoke 
Ha’ i hiamensnsaned WORACE " SARGENT 

Collections a —_— 
ke (Hampden)..............- JOHN R. CALLAHAN 
— = ark National Bank of Holyoke. 
Gudinede cescdcocecetansad par 
oaetsiee) denehe buaceuasencoanadanmen 
Lowell (Middlesex)...............+-- CHAS. #. CONANT 
Refers to Prescott National Ban 
a anne Selabieodeannall Send to Fitchburg 
peaccceesececcccosces Henry F. — 
ve Middlcesx) hedscacdnenananenial 0. H. C. 
Melrose (Middlesex)....... LYNDE, HARDING & L CYNDE 
Office also at 68 Cornhill, Boston. 
Sh PD. occdeccne caasessnees Jease A. Taft 
New Bedford (Bristol) ............ Alex. M. Goodspeed 
seed hn ta<sakbeninndbineiie N. H. Jones 
‘ewton (Middlesex) .. -W. F. &W. S. SLOCUM 
Office also at 725 Washington st., Boston. (See card.) 
Pibeield* (Berkshire)... ....ccoccccccccce E. M. Wood 

(Norfolk).............-- William G. A. Pattie 

CED ccaccdccacccccecs Elbridge R. Anderson 
South Hadley (Ham pebire) bpanaapanawe Send to Holyoke 

eld* (Hamp 

LLACE M. PBURT. Collections promptly at- 

tended to. 

D. E.WEBSTER. Refers to First National Bank. 


Stoneham (Middlesex)... ... LYNDE, HARDING & LYNDE 


Office also at 68 Cornhill, Boston. 
Taunton* (Bristol)................. G. Ed Williams 
Waltham (Middlesex).................... os. Curley 
Watertown (Middiesex)...............John E. Abbott 
Westfield (Hampden) ....................- GEO. KRESS 
Refers to First National Bank. 
Westminster (Worcester)........... one ¥ ~ pons 
Winchester (Middlesex)............. 
Worcester* (W orcester)............ hice, king rT RICE 
Refer to any bank or business houce here. (See card.) 
MICHIGAN. 
MN” (LAMBWOO).. o. ccccccccccccocce Theo. M. Joslin 
Allegan" (Allegany)............ W. B. Williams & Son 
SE SEIN ss a csidcanscasececocves Dafoe & Gustin 
Ano Arbor* (Washtenaw)...........-.. J. W. Bennett 
Battle Creek (Calhoun) .................- N. H. Briggs 
Bay City* (Bay) 
EDWARD E. ANNEKE. Commercial litigation and 
A Real estate. Commissioner of Cir- 
cuit —— Depositions taken. Refers to Bay 


City Bank and Second National Bank. 
WILLIS S. MEADE, Cranage Block. General law 


business. Prompt attention to collections. 
Good references. (See card.) 
Bellaire’ (Antrim)................000. Leavitt & Guile 
Benton Harbor (Berrien) Knciais vanahiediices A. Plummer 
Croswell (Sanilac) . . evsoroueaeees Maciem 
DETROIT* (Wayn 


oan, DouGtAs & WHITING, 80 to 85 Moffat 


GRECE & Miu, Dime Sav. Bank Bldg. Practice 
in all the State and Federal Courts. Prompt 
atteation to collections and commercial — 
tion. Refer to McLellan & Anderson Sav. B 

METCALF B. HATCH, Attorney and Manager - 

The Credit & Collection oy ag - Block. Re- 
fers to John L. Harper & bankers, and 
Dime Savines Bank. (See A." ) 

WM. L. PANUARY, 12 Telegraph Block. Send de- 
tailed statement with each claim, to secure 
prompt — and prompt remittance. Refers 
to Gen. R. A. Alger. 

on - ROBSON. 1108-9 Chamber of Commerce 

Refers to Detroit Nat'l Bank. (See card.) 

SAYLES? & SAVERS. 10 Butler Bidg. Commercial, 
beh a D ” and real estate law. 

SNY ne DUCHARME, 28 Buhl Block. Practice 

all courts. Seeeeene premety attended 
to. bea a Fletcher Hardware Co. and 


Bank. 
SULLIVAN & 8 h MASON , 410-411 Hammond Bldg. Re- 
rings Bank. (See card.) 
‘ PHILIP’. & VAN; TLE. 413 Hammond ite. Personal 
tention given to collection. Special 
facilities or making in the State. 


Refers to Detroit National Bank, and Bankers’ 
National Bank, 


Chicago. 











Grand 


= 0D rey BOLTWOOD, Rooms 28, 29. 30 and 31 
Houseman Building. Refer to Old National 
Bank of Grand Rapids. 
—_ NORRIS, Rooms 17 and 18 Norris Building. 
pecial attention to fire insurance litigation. 
SWEET, PERKINS & JUDKINS, Michi ~ a 
uilding. Reference :—Nation 
TAGGART, NAPPEN & DENISON, @11.817 Patiehi- 
gan Trust Co. Bldg. General practice. Cor- 
poration, commercial law and collections. Refer 
to Grand Rapids ee : Bank. 


Houghton* —e- kadecucae -- ne R. Lam 4 

MEE CRIN 6a cedaenchedssdasdcascace F. D. M. Da 

supeting (Marquetée) pekadoen H ayden & You 

Jackson (Jackson).............. ‘FORREST C. BADGL 
102 West Main street. 

Kalamazoo* (Kalamazoo)......... Boudeman & Adams 

Lansing (Ingham). -wooD & wooD 


Refer to City Nat’ Yand |ingham Cc ounty Sav. Banks. 


Manistee* (Manistee)........ ‘ _E. E. Benedict 
Marquette* (Ma nette).. shabaeknantadaininbi D. H. Ball 
Midland* (Midland)................... M. H.  ouanaerd 
Mount Pleasant* (Ieabella. hiaskweaee F. H. Dodds 
Muskegon" (Muskegon)............ RB. J. MacDONALD 
Pe inthe eiecktnedéusens William J. Gilbert 

SR cnanuacecteccancsesesa H. C. Stoughton 
Pon * (Oa it iadenequmendewedd Jos. E. Sa — 
Port Huron™ (St. Blair)......... -Harvey § g 
Romeo (Macomb)..............---- -C. C. THORING aTOe 


Refers to Citizens’ National Bank. 
Saginaw* ( w) 
E. J. DEMOREST, Eddy Bide. (East Side.) Prac- 
ay in all 7) — tions and —a 
w a specialty oroughbly equip’ collec- 
| ee _epartment. Refers to sera N Vational 
Savings Bank of East Saginaw. 
JENNER E. “WORSE, 1-2 Heavenrich Block (EastSide). 
Refers eople’ 8 Savings Bank. (See card. ™ 
wood & TOSLIN, 4, 5 and 6 Merrill Block, op 


— —_ 7 . Co a law. = civil 

ractice ell-equipped collection department. 

Refer to all Saginaw banks, Circuit Judges, and 

wholesale houses. 

Sand Beach (Huron).............-cs2+----- = My Hall 

Sault Ste. Marie* (Chippewa) poanané M. Oren 

Sturgis (St. Joseph)...........WM. M. ALLMAN & CO. 
Collection Ace Agents. Send your collections to us 
save litigation fees. 


Three Rivers (St. J 
Traverse Oity* (Gran 


h).R. R. Pealer & Geo. E. Miller 
Traverse) ...M. W. Underwood 


Weat Bay City (Bay) .................. See Bay City 
West Branch* (Ogemaw) ............. T.L. Suoigrass 
Ypsilanti (Washtenaw).................-. D. C. Griffin 
MINNESOTA. 
Albert Lea? (HEseBaeR) .ccccccccccccescccce £. C. 
DE GET ncncncdesecccaneses Lyman D. 
Brainerd (Crow Wing)........-..-...-- G. W. Bolland 
Canby (Yellow a beeecencese Geo. Fitzsimmons 


— (St. Lonis 

c. 1. CRANDALL, First National Bank Bldg. Mer- 

cantile, corporation and mining law. Refers 
to Security Bank of Duluth. (See card.) 

HENRY LARDNER, 211 Torrey Bldg. Attorney 
for Securit Bank of Duluth. (See card.) 

RICHARDSON & DAY. Commercial and 
collections a specialty. Refer to any bank in 
Dulath, and St. Paul National — St. Paul. 


EY CE kctnadanctssccsicssoumnad . A. Mott 
Fergus Falls (Otter Tail) ............... J. Pp. Williams 
NN CE a nccndeccckseqetencncnne F. R. Allen 
Hendereon* (Sible ey) Dimiieh éneeetunenanen W.H. Leeman 
Long Prairie* (Todd).................. J.D. Van Dyke 
Mankato* ey? mone a al W. L. Comstock 
Minneapolis* (H 


FIF —— A) FIFIELD. eit Lumber oy Mer- 
w and collections. (See car 
LAWRENCE. TRUESDALE & CORRISTON ‘James W. 
wrence, Hiram C. Truesdale, Frank T. Cor- 
riston), 236 to 242 Boston Block. Attorneys 
for First National Bank. 

MERRICK & MERRICK, 736 to 738 Lumber Ex- 
change. Commercial, corporation and imeur- 
ance law. Collections a specialty. Refer to 
the Metropolitan Trust Co. 

THE UNITED CLAIM AGENCIES, Rooms 511 to 513 
Wright Block, 322 to 324 Hennepin ave. A. A. 
Anderson, Attorney, Manager. Collections in 
all parts of America and Europe receive — 

B 


attention. Practice in ali courts. Notary 
office. Refer to Germania Bank. 
Montevideo* = coped etececcecece Lynder A. Smith 
Moorhead* ( (Clay) peed eeccecceneceesens Edwin Adams 
Redwing* (G —- Nd scaccressasconne Hoyt & Johnson 
Rochester* (Olmsted) .............. HENRY C. BUTLER 
Refers to First t National Bank. 
Saint Cloud* (Stearns). .............. Geo. H. Reynolds 
Saint James" (Watonwan)......... Frederic E. Watson 
St. Paul* (Ramsey).................... J. F. HILSCHER 
os New York Life Build'g. Refers to Merchants’ 
k. (See card.) 
St. Peter* = ae sas eaccenences aeaees e 
water (Washington).......... Pp 
Winona* a ee B. WEBBER 
Attorney for Merchants’ Bank of this city. 
MISSISSIPPI. 
Aberdeen* (Monroe). ..................0.-- G. C. 
Canton* (Madison)...............<..0++---- F. B. Pratt 
Greenville* (Washington) ............. Alfred H. Stone 
Greenwood * (Leflore) .................... 8. R. Coleman 
Holly Spri (Marshall)...... cenenccenapes R. F. Fant 
Jackson® (Hinds)... .. ....0.sseccceccces Jayne & Ward 








Meridian* (Lauderdale) ...... McINTOSH & MciINTOSH 
Commercial litigation and collections. 
Natchez* (Adams) Ernest E. Brown 


ie* 
—_ &A.Y. Scory. (Chas Scott, President Bank 


fay 
MOORE &J0N Refer to Bank of Rosedale. 
ksburg* (Warren)..............Dabney & McCabe 


MISSOURI. 


Alton ( 
Brookfield (Lima) . 
Butler* (Bates)........ 






KANSAS CITY* (Jackson) 
GATTS & GRIGGS, Suite 3-4 Long Bldg. Refer to 
wa oo tan’ N ational Bank and radstreet’ 8. 
“= F preg id 515 Main st. ercial and 
miaw. Refers to any bank. 


EDW.' 6. REYNOLDS 417 American Bank Building. 
Manager L Inter-State Collection Agency. . 


TE Ci ido cc ccccccccananrceses J.C. Storm 
Lexington* (Lafayette) ..........------ J. B. Shelwalter 
Macon City* (Macon)...............-.--- B. E. Guthrie 
Maysville (DeKalb).............. Robt. A. Hewitt, Jr. 
Memphis" ae Mudd & W r 
Moexico* (Andraim) .........ccccccccccee Jank R. Jesse 
Moberly* (Randolph)................ Forrest G. Ferris 
WINGED GION co ccccccccenccescecesinl 

pS gy. eee Geo. E. Gilbert 
Osceola* (St. Clair).................- cere: 4 iel 
Poplar Bia@* (Butler) .......c.2.-.2000- R. LENTZ 

Refers to any business house in aces _—. 

——, I dc ccdcndatieccianepdenial B. EVANS 


ial attention to collections and the yt = 
7 prime mortgage loans for non-resident investors 
17 years’ experience. Refer to Bank of Princeton. 
St. Joseph* (Buchanan)....... STAUBER & CRANDALL 
German-American Bank Building. 
8T. LOUIS. 
JAMES M. LEWIS, Commercial Building. Reference: 
Fourth National Bank. 
a S ? - rca Union Trust Building. 


GERRIT i. TEN BROEK, 304 North Sth st. Refers 
to S Bank. (See card.) 


tate 
Savannah* (Andrew)............-...--- Willis G. Hine 
| ee Sangree & Lamm 
; ( , ws Burks 
pringfield* (Greene)...........------. j. U. 
arts (De BD snnedcccnscosssiee™ B. F. Clar 
Boone)....... enececenseeqnenions T. 
Lrenton* (Grundy)..............------+---- W.E. Clark 
Unionville (Putnam)............. Beverly H. Bonfoe: 
Warrensb (SORMSER).cnccceccccescoces< 8. 
Webb City (Jasper)................- Wittich & Devore 
MONTANA. 
Billings* (Yellowstone) .............-..-.-- G. A. Lane 
Bozeman* (Gallatin). ............... Sutton & Tbresher 
Butte City* (Silver ys Gacinieesbibeaamiie M. ry oy 
Great F (Cascade) .......... LARGENT & HUNTOON 


Commercial Titigntion a special feature. (See card.) 
Hamilton (Missoula) Robert A. O'Hara 
—— om & Clarke) 

ope Bailey Block. 


N. &S.H - McINTIRE, Gold Block. Commercial 
caer pe Oke 
White Sulphur Springs” (Meagher)..A. N. C. Bainum 
NEBRASKA. 
Auburn* (Nemaha).............-.-.----- 
Beatrice* (Gage). ....-...--. GRIGGS, RINAKER z B1BB 
Attorneys for First and Beatrice National Banks. 
Benkelman* (Dundy)..............-..------ est 
Central City* (Mersick) sccccecceesess J. E. Dorsheimer 
Columbus (Platte)................... Albert & Reeder 
David City* (Butler). ............-...------- T. W. DAY 
Refers to City N’ ational, Central Nebraska National 
-and First National Banks. 
Fairbury* (Jefferson:...........- HARTIGAN & BARNES 
Refer to Goodrich Bros. Bank 
Fremont* (Dodge)........-. eseeeness Robert J. Stinson 
Geneva* (Fillmore).................-.- John D. Carson 
Gothenburg (Dawson)................--- w. -" —— 
Grand Is a 
Harvard ( Divcdecsccensecsuweis Liane Ao H. uartens 
fers to National and Union 
a SE SR MAE A. HARTIGAN 
Refers to Eastern Banking Co. 
Ha Centre (Hayes)............-. «--.-C. A. Ready 
He P CHIR: 6 occic aces cosnJcacand Richards 
Holdrege* err ee Bros 
* GD c cocccececesscecesed John E. Decker 


Lincoln* (Lancaster) 
COFFIN & STONE, 1104 O st. Refer to Columbia 


National Bank. 
—— pag Na ga a Blk. 


We want your Nebraska 
me es & PETTIS. rt for First 
McCook*(Red Willow) i avitge aelaseacdleniiinne’ ue W. Cole 
Nebraska City* (Otoe)...............- . Watson 
Norfolk* ( De oasnis enaamemidabial Geo. A. LATIMER 
- Refers a a National Bank a 
Oakdale* (An oe B. Putney 
















































































































































































































































































THE AMERICAN LAWYER. 








(Douglas) 
G. H. a Room 919, New York Life Bldg. 
—— ercial and +4 litigation. Refers to 


e Om 
CHAS. “s. LOBINGIER® 7 Refers to Omaha Nat. Bank. 
WALTERS Building. CO. (Incorp.) First. Nation- 
al Bank Building. Chas. E. woes Pee 
Be is ccnacnnconennsnccquases H. M. UTTLEY 
Refers to E)khorn ais Bank. (See card.) 
_ neo Ratemnnns weduabesnenssss ~—— oo 
whee City* (Pawnee)................- ry & Story 
Rising City SD is cdisindhasesdcccncstoom T. W. DAY 
Refers to wer City Bank and Commercial Bank. 
Rushville* (Sheridan) .................... Ww. W. Wi 
SN IID noi cascecsccacceccess . F Hodsdon 
Seward* (Seward).............. 8. C. Langsworthy, Jr 
South { Omaha (Douglas)........... Kenn & Learned 
- ner ny 5 EE REE CES .N. Vining 
ayne* (Wayne). .........-...---.+-- ¥F. M. Northrop 
West Point* (Cuming).................. Uriah Branner 
NEVADA. 
Austin* (Lander).................. Henry W a 
i | 2 
SE SIND. onncacaccencacctneesesé x & Hines 
TE IDS sc ennsneosincwnssnuian I. W. Whitchee 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Andover (Merrimack)................... Geo. W. Stone 
Rc ciccedeneks eaaksdsn Fling & Chase 
Concord* (Merrimack)..................- W. D. Hardy 
Dover* (Straftord) ...............Send to Somersworth 
Franklin (Merrimack) .......... ..BARNARD & BARNARD 
Mercantile litigation a specialty. 
Frankhn F — (Merrimack).......... Send to Frank!in 
EES ER EOI Twitchell & Libby 
Great Falls (Straiford) ccbieoneaall Send to Somersworth 
Keene* (Cheshire)............. Batchelder & Faulkner 
Laconia* (Belknap). ....... imtimadoaks Jewell & Stoone 
OS Serr. Fletcher Ladd 
Manchester (Hillsborough)......... Alpheus C. Os 
Nashua* (Hillsborough)............ iam J. McKay 
Ow pore” Mallivan)........ccccccccesececsss A. S. Wait 
Portsmouth (Rockingham).......... William H. Paine 
Rochester (Strafford) ............ Send to Somersworth 


Somersworth (Strafford) WM. F. RUSSELL 
fers to Somersworth National and Somersworth 


Savings Banks of this city. 
SU PS eee C. E. Wri, = 
Wolfborough (Carroll)................. William C. 


NEW JERSEY. 
Arlington (Hudson) .Send to R.B.Seymour, JerseyCi 
Asbury Park (Monmouth)........... Send to Freehol 


Atlante City* (Atlantic).............. Chas. A. Baake 
a (Hudson) ..Send to R.B.Seymour, J ersey City 

SE SD cua deccscécncecced John H. Daulke 
Bordentown (Burlington).............. Isaac E. Antrim 
Bound Brook (Somerset). ......... Robert R. La Monte 
— (Coandion) pnkones i ~.- n & Bergen 





we Ay — eee E. Hildreth 
Eieabet (Union pebbessestonnen RICHARD F. HENRY 


Flemington* (Hunterdon).............. 

Freehold* (Monmouth) -......... FaEDERICK Pal KER 
Refers to Central National Ban (See card 

Hackensack* ree) Kceecbinenadeea CS. 'W. -_™ 


Hackettstown (Warre » Ws 

Harrison (Hudson) . "Send ‘to R.B.Seymour, J ersey City 

Hoboken (Hudson)..................--. Alex. C. Young 

Jersey City* (Hudson) 
son a. PALHER, Faller Bldg. Commercial liti 

jalty. Refers to First National Ban 





R. 8. sev UR. Commercial law and organization 
f corporations in this State. Refers to First 
National Bank. 

Long Branch (Monmonuth)..........-. John W. Slocum 
Matawan (Monmouth)..............- Send to Freehold 
Morristown* (Morris) ........-.....-.- Willard W. Cutler 
Mount Holly* (Burlington)........ Walter A. Barrows 

Newark* (Essex) 


DANIEL F. BYRNE, 22 Clinton street. Collections 


GILBERT ELLIOTT LAW CO., 523 Prudential Bldg. 
Refer to Merchants’ Exchange National Bank, 
New York. 

o WHITEHEAD, 622-623 Prudential Building. 

. and b+: reme _— Commissioner. 


eel ck* ddlese 
oVAN CLEEF, DALY & WOODBRIDGE. 4) Paterson st. 
BO (ese)... 22. ccccsecee- JOSEPH K. FIELD 
NOD 5 c.5. cosccncteoendkicwn bem 3 a! Scots 
Paterson* (Passaic).................- E Horton 
——— hg oe ci atianbulcnmene REED CODDINGTON 
Bldg. Refers to First National Bank. 
BR ane ao, ee, inpepinbiuianaenaiieaan F. A. Dennis 
eae I. L. Hunt 
Red Bank romero peveeeneosnen Applegate & Hope 
Somerville* (Somerset) ..............- James L. Griggs 
Trenton* (Mercer) 


“THE” BLECKMAR COMPANY. (C. F. Sanderson.) 

Commercial law and collections. Refers to the 
Trenton Trust and Safe Deposit Co. 

NEVIN J. LOOS, 9 — State st. Collections and 


mercantile 
WM. S. MILLS, 14s B. State st. Justice of the Peace; 
Commissioner of Deeds Ona aspecialty 
Woodbridge (Middlesex)........... PHRAIM CUTTER 
Mercantile law a specialty. 
Woodbury* (Gloucester)...........-.....-. Lewis Starr 
NEW MEXICo. 
Albuquerque” (Bernalillo)... .... THOS. N. WILKINSON 
Refers to the Bank of Commerce of this place. 
pn om (Colfax) haenapsehovounesasccsont Ollin E. Smith 
Lae Vegas" (San Miguel)............... . B. BUNKER 
Refers to First = San Miguel National Banks 
Santa Fe* (Santa ~ peeiapbocdnced eorge W. Knaebel 
PAID. nacecceseessenneces ---J. D. Brooks 





NEW YORK. 
Albany* (Albany)..........--.+ Aeonchus Mills by Bridge 
Amsterdam(Montg ). Westbrook, Burke 
Auburn* (Cayuga)...... ~ Underwood, Storke ry Seward 
Batavia* (Genesee) ..............-- -.Wm. E, Webster 


Binghamton* (Kroome} 
SLiFFoRD. .. ‘ARMS. General Practice. Courts. 


a ‘SPERRY & VAN Cuave. ,Fiaige Bank 
Refer to Merchants 


— s¢ Monroe) ho sangaseseadauces oor to Rochester 
BrOCEORGE F. AP eLuort, Garfield Building. 
MOREHOUSE & FISH, 16 Court st. Commercial and 

— law. 

Buftalo* ( 

CHARLES. R. & CLARENCE U. CARRUTH, 52 White 

Collections and coi ration law. De 

ons taken. Refer to City Bank. 

CLI iron a CLARK. a i Seneca st. Attorneys 

GENERAL mOOLLECTION “AGENCY OF rss 

Erie County Bldg. Geo. 8. Hull, A th 

——- and ge — to Fidelity 

uarantee Co. ueen City Bank. 

UNITED * MERCANTILE assoc! TION (Incorp.) 

0 D. S. Morgan Building. Sprague, Moot, 

td. & Brownell attorneys. Collections 
and reports. (See card.) 

Canandaigua* (UOntario)............... Henry M. Field 

Catakill (Geeene) .................- james t B. OLNEY 
Refers to Catskill National Bank. 

Charlotte (Monroe) ................- Send 4 eed 

Corning* (Steuben). ................--- Wiltiams 

Cortland* (Cortland)............... iouN é "WINSLOW 
Refers to First Nat.B’k and Postmaster of Cortland. 

Dunkirk (Chautauqua)...........-.. Stearns & Warner 

Elmira* (Chemung) ...........--...- Lowman & Byrne 

Fairport (Monroe) ................-- Send to Rochester 

DORGT Se eccccccccccccesiccos Geo. L. Bachman 

Glens Falls (Warren)................4 A. Armstrong, Jr. 

Homer (Cortiand)........cccccccees- Send to Cortland 

Honeoye Falls (Monroe) ............ Send to Rochester 

Hornellsville (Steuben)................ Hiram A. Baker 

Hudson* (Columbia) ..............+---- A. F. B. Chase 

Ithaca* (Tompkins)................ MURRAY E. POOLE 


Ex-SpecialCountyJ adge. Refers to FirstNat. * 
Jamestowu (Chautauqua). i -Boctaz. Fowler & W 


| Johnstow u* (Fulton) .......-.---. AYETTE E. MOYER 


Refers to Bradstreet's and the Johnstown Bank. 
NID ic nd cnerddaccoadan J. G. Westbrook 
Lockport* (Ni Pasdcndnconess L. F. & G. W. Bowen 
Malone (Frank!in) 

JOHN P. KELLAS. Refers to People’s Nat'l Bank. 

FREDERICK G. PADDOCK. References: Veople’s 

National Bank and Farmers’ National Bank. 
Marathon (Cortland)................. Send to Cortland 
Middletown (Orange)...............John C. R. Taylor 
Mount Vernon (Westchester)..Ostrander & Crawford 
Newburgh (Orange)..................-- Jonathan Deyo 


New Rochelle (Westchester) ...... MORRIS F. KANE 
Refers to Bank of New Rochelle. 

NEW YORK* (New York) 
BOOTH & DEANE, 271 Broadway. General law 


ractice. Collection department. Cornelius S. 

ler, Notary. Refer to N. Y¥. Herald, Wal- 

oe & Sons, Merchants’ Refrigerating, Co., &c. 
wn. wos, ee ces reo st. and 3059 Third 

n rts. 
CARTER. HUGHES & DWIGHT, Suite 150-160, 96 
Broadway, and 6 Wal] at. "(See card.) 

— ELLIOTT LAW CO., 206 Broadway. (See 
Refers 


JULIUS HEIDERMAN. 3070 Third avenue. 
Sa CREDIT BUREAU CO., 258 Broad- 


H. Haythe Counsel. (See card.) 
MOREHOUSE & FISH, 206 Broadway. Commercial 
RUSSELL. eopscation low & WINSLOW, 253 Broadway. 

Consulting Counsel: Building & Loan Associa- 
tion, Insurance and Corporation Law. 






Niagara Falls (Niagara)...........-...-- Ely & Dudley 
Ugaensburg (St. Lawrence).......... Louis Hasbrouck 
Oneonta (Oteega)......-....--.-ceeeeeee Melville Keyes 
Oswego* (Oswego).....----------000--- P. W. Cullinan 
Owege* (Tioga)......... * .S. S. Wallis 
Peekskill ( — ackéed ..J. H. Baxter 
ks. eee John T Knox 
Hare mag (Clinton) .... ate Halsey Moore 
Potsdam (St. yo paetehsneoeewns W. M. Hawkins 
Poughkeepsie" (Dute: 
BEN). M. FOWLER. 3 36 Market st. Refers to Fall- 
kill and City National Banks. (See card.) 
MARTIN HEERMANCE. Ex-District Attorney of 
a county. Refers to any bank in 
tchess county. 
Rhinebeck (Dutchess) .........-...- Martin Heermance 
Rochester* (Monroe)..........-..-.--- Cassius C. Davy 
ae De Serres . 8. Klock 
Salamanaca (Cattaraugus)............. dson Ansle 
Sandy Hill (Washington). .. ‘enewviLLE M. = 
-esarnen 4 Spinue a woneconeetse A. Pierson 
Sau ao ee EGeERT. WHITTAKER 
oer in Sangertis Baik and trustee in Sauger- 
ties Savings Bank. 
Schenectady* fSchenectady) cocceccccse Jacob W. Clute 
Spencerport cee eh i aMeesecasend Send to Rochester 
yracuse* (Unon 
BENEDICT oa RIDER, ies Kirk block. Refer 


to Bank 
MESSENGER * S FARMER, 419-421 ‘‘The Bastable.” 


ercial and tion law. 
FRANK C. a 325 Kirk Block. Collec. 
tons a 








ape 
a7 a WELLS. ;— Bldg. Refer to Bank 
of Syracuse. (See card.) 





Tonawanda (Erie) ...... 


& 70 at. al attention 
venga ura 


bn ing CAROLINA. 


AangeO, s. i, BRADSHAW. F to Commercial Ny. 


WM. c. WAMMER, te. Public. 
tional Bank of High Point, N. a 
Asheville* (Buncombe). --.-----Meloin E. Carter 
Carthage* (Moore) .. JNO. W. HINSDALE, Sie 
Charlotte’ (Mecklenburg).......... CLARKSON & DULS 
Practice in all courts. Refer to Commercial Ng 
tional and — National Banks 


Refer to Ne 


Durham* (Durham). ............-------- 
Fayetteville* (Cumberland). -JNO. W. HiiNSDALE 
lections. 
Greensboro* (Guilford) ............++-+- ay. & King 
Greenville* (Pitt) ........--++-eeeeeseeeee- F. Tyson 
Mt Airy (Surry) .......---..++-+++«+- Geo. Wr Spargee 
New Berne* (Craven).........--.--..----. . Nixon 
Raleigh* (Wake).. MNO. Ww. women Collections, 
Shelby (Cleveland i asnieheanesniieailll Gidney & Webb 
Statesville* (Iredell) .............-- ——— . Turner 
Williamston* (Wilkes)............-.+---- E. Moore 
Wilmington* (New Hanover)..........P. &. "MANNING 


Refers to any bank in Wilmington. 

Winston* (Forsythe).............. WATSON & BUXTON 
Prompt attention given to all business. Attorneys 
for First Nat. Bank. Refer to all Winston banks, 


NORTH DAKOTA. 






Bismarck* (Burleigh) ...... oo wy! % je 

Devil's Lake* (Ramsey) ........--.----- 

Dickinson (Stark)............-.- AL gent) BUR ETT 
Collections a specialty. Refers to First ~ —_ 

Ellendale (Dickey) ........-.-+.++++ .+----- 

ed FRED a. WORRILL 


py First National Bank Block. Refers to First 
di Red River Valley National Banks. 







~—. Forks*(Grand Forks)...... Cochran & Feetham 
BGssbare* (Tralll)...ccccccccccccesesvcceses ‘ a : 
Mandan* (Morgan)...............-.-+----- 


Northwood (Grand Forks) -HERBERT x WonPnY 
Refers to State Bank of Northwood. 
Wapheton* (Richland).............--..- W. E. Purcell 


Akron* (Summit) 
E. C. HOUSEL, 109 South Howard st., Rooms 1 &2 
Special attention given to collections and com- 
mercial law. Refers to First National Bank. 
ear | & SAWYER. Refer to Akron Savings Bank 
and Second Nationa) Bank. 


Amherst (Lorain) ..........c20cse-eeeeeeees- See 
Asbtubula (Astabula).............----.-+ R. W.C 
Bucyrus* (Crawford)............--++- Edward Vollrath 
DO FS D. Cunningham 
ee. (Guernsey) .......00.0+--s000- David 
Camtom* (Btark).....csccces cocceces FRANK P. KIB 
as to the Farmers’ Bank. (See card.) 
Carroliton* (Carroll).............--+- Holder & Oglevee 
Chillicothe* (Ross)................- Albert Douglas, Jr. 
CINCINNATI* (Hamilton) 
COBB & HOWARD. Bl eG er Buildin Members 
Acgoamaee | “yo ae ae ces. Refer 
‘o Second ional Banks. 


COMMERCIAL ‘TAw ASSOCIATION. 35 Smith Bldg. 
Jno. J. Cushing, Mgr. J.B, Kelley, Counsel. 
Commercial, +. insurance law 
collections. References: Any bank, or promi 
nent wholesale house in the city. 

BENJAMIN H. COX, 54 West Fourth st. Corpora 
tion and commercial litigation. Refer to Merch 
ants’ National Bank. 

JOSEPH COX, Jr., Room 22, Chamber of Commerce 
Building. nateters to Fourth and Merchants 


Nation 
DAVID JAS. DAVIS. ‘St. Paul Building. Manager 
ary Collecti ng Co. (See card.) 

JOHNSON & LEVY, Chamber of Commerce Building. 
Refer uitable National Bank, Members of 
Attorneys National Clearing House. 
Circ'eville* (Pickaway) pene Samuel W. Courtright 
Commercial 


4 (Caveheus) 

JAS. M. WILLIAMS, 204 Su at. 
law and collections. tions. Refers 
yy —_ Union National Banks and Savings 


JOHN ow WINSHIP, Blackstone Block. Refers 
Cleveland National k. 
Colambus* (Franklin) 
EARNHART & SWARTZ. Weiee Block. Notary. 
Coiections as ialty. Re Refer » Capital City 
Bank Fifth Avenue Savi: » hy 
THOMPSON, “CARTER & Ltd 1 py det South High 
—_ bpm eg 
f... Brooks, Butler é & Co. -— 
Dayton* 7 


at Beet HLY, Davis Pin (3 Cntoetions ent ee 
Moa Took feefers! 
c. wt OUSTIN. Callahan Bloe to Messhaate 
National Bank and W. P. Callahan & 
badd aoe: el. & BROWN, Odd Fellows’ oe Re 
Bank Bldg. Collec 
ceo. ad WOOD, mete 5 gh g- 


meen toe 
te the City Nati Bank and the N. eee Thacker Co 


cugepergzy <xKEEEEE EYEFEFEPERZEE2 2. 25 02--¥ | _ 






ee S32Se"u% Se 


on 








PRILL 
First 


as, Jr. 


Bldg. 











ud a Dt 47s 
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scence escncecceeses-M. E. ORCUTT 
Commercial law and to Defiance 
8. 
paphos (Allen) ------ acnceseceseessHorace A. Reeve 
Peanioon (TUSCATAWAS) -«.-.-+.-+-000ree A. W. ELSON 
Refer — Deposit Bank. 
Pe ccccodsecceseseaccabsns 
Bites (Lorain) .ccccces concen. invina H. GRISWOLD 
Collections @ specialty. Refers to First National 
Bauk. (See card.) 
findlay* (Hancock).....---++++0+0+ W. H. McElvaine 
fremont” (Sandusky) .. nedencecenelte ae er 
(Crawford). .....+++++ssseeseeeees W. Coulter 
MD ndécavcenccecessoseeobenens See Elyria 
ville (Darke).... .......... Knox, Martz & Ru 
on (Butler) ........+sessseeeese Beldon & Fitton 
ro* (Highland)... .........:.-sseeeees O. N. Sams 
Jronton* (LAWFeNCE).....---------eee0ee A. R. Johnson 
Jackeou* (SaCkBOD) «2.26. cree eeeeeecceees D. E. Downs 
Kenton’ (Hardin) ........-..+---seeeeees Uv. W. Squire 
ter* (Fairtield).............. ages Ie Mc — 
* (AlleD) . «~~ ---0ee-enseneeces Jable ‘armenter 
MUS (SeMMSGED -<.c.cccccececccecases -D. C. Badger 
LatRlR) cccccccccccccccses scccces 
Yemetield” (Richland). “cialis a McBRIDE 
ecuons & 8 t (See card.) 
= re Aga “a . Seeesadsonatbas J. F. McNeal 
Marysville Si Reacdascebatebesaedianl J.E Griffith 
Massillon* (Stark)...---..... Pease, Baldwin & Young 
© (MGEREED cccccccccccscccecccccces Jos. Andrew 
own (Butler)..........-..--- Doty & Todhutter 
t Vernon™ (Knox)..............- Cooper & Moore 
fgwark (Licking) ......--.--+++++++e0ee- Waldo Taylor 
New Philadelphia® (Tuscarawss)........ J. F. KUHNS 
Collections and commercial law. Refers to Ex- 
chauge Bank. 
Serwalk* (Huree)....cccccccccccccccecee A. M. Beattie 
Piqua (Miami).......... oeccenseasees Jamison & Davis 
Portamouth* (Scioto) ..........-----+++-- J.P. Purdum 
Ravenna* (Portage)..........--.--+-+++- E. W. Maxson 
pipley (Brown) ...... 0200+ seeeeeeeeeee-- W. D. See 
fandusky* (Erie).......... .-.-..+- Phinney & Merri 
field* (Clark)..............- Cochran & Rodgers 
Steubenville (Jefferson) .............++-+-- P. P. Lewis 
Tifin* (Semoca)........---- sees eeeeeeee W.S. Wagner 


* (Lucas) 
neni 8 S$. BUNKER, 318 Madison street. Refers to 





te Agenc 


radstree' 
THOMAS DUNLAP, 


Huron st. 


Refers to Van Wert National Bank. 


Warren* (Trumbull) 


Washinton CU. H.* (Fay ette.)Hidy, Patton & Marchant 

Wimington* (Clinton).................. G. P. THORPE 
Refers to any bank in the county. 

Youngstown* (Mahoning)........... J. CALVIN EWING 
Collections a specialty. (See card.) 

lanesville* (Muskingum)...........Howard E. Buker 

OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
El Reno (Canadian) Baxter & Severy 
@uthrie* (Logan) ........ 


er* ( 
fers to Ban of Kingfisher and oo Bank. 
i at ay REESE Ey William Rouse 
Norman* (Cleveland) . . ..J. D. Grisby 
* (Oklahoma) -R. R. Cornelia 
eR paccccececes .W \? 


(See card.) 





we eeeeeee eee seoee 


PENNSYLVANIA. 
pas’ > (ARegneny) bcdeatuedpsssiece 


Allentown* 
MORRIS L. U“KAUPFIAN. Refers tu Lehigh Valley 


Trust & Deposit Co. 
JAS. L. SCHAADT, Dist. Attorney for Lehigh county. 
Refers to Allentown or Second National Banks. 


Altoona ( Blair 


lair) 
J.$. LEISENRING. Commercial Law and Collec- 
_ distinctively. Solicitor for First National 


ank of Altoona. 


HORACE G. STOVER, Rooms 6 & r waht Bldg. 


eters to First National Ban 








cccccccccccecesscce Beaver & le 
Bradford (MoKean)..............- MoSweeney & Byles 
Brookville* (Jefferson)................ John M. White 
Chambers: (Pranklin)......2..cceee. J. D. Ludwig 
Chester Q eiscedeaaneasdaheiien hran 
* Clearfield* (Clearfield)............ ROLAND D. SWOOPE 
to the Bradstreet 
Connellsville (Fayette)............ sanint Wn. A. Ho; 
* (Northampton)............ Hi D. Maxw 
Dedccatwccccccses cccccsvecces ‘orce & Yard 
Franklin* (Venango) babtbivesetwebub’ E. H. Lamberton 
( rer Geo. Benner 
Greensburg* Westmoreland) bev eas G.S Rumbau 4 
] (Dauphin)............- 
Haselton (Luzerne) .........------ T. HOWARD PARDOE 


Commercial collections promptly attended to. Re- 


fers to Mail ne _ & Trust Co. 


Holliday sburg* 








y: 
508 National Union Building, 
Refers te Second National Bank. 
yey Th gg aii aail 
Crbana™ (Champaign) . 
VaaWert™ (Van Wert)...............-.. G. L. MARBLE 


Send to Dennison 


hoe: di; Cupane 





A. R. Kanaga 
ee She Geo. B. Davis 


EMMONS * ‘EMMONS, 609 to 612 Chamber of Com 
merce building. 

GEO. H. HILL, 626-627 Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 

JOHN T. WHALLEY, 415 Chamber of Commerce Bldg. 


acusdat ‘..eeeE. C. Mumford 


Jno. M. Stull 


W. Smith 


(Laneaster)..............-- WM. H. KELLER 
 — to P le's National Bank, Lancaster Trust 
oe. and © People’s Trust Co. 
Lebanon* (Le Pecdacscocciccscccs A pa 
Lewistown* ( badudhnves sephesl Hiowsrd O Lan 
Lock Haven* (Clinton) ............. -R. YOUNGMAN 
Commercial matters given special attention. 
Mauch Chunk* (Carbon) ..............Fred Bertolette 
aes (Alegheny) bdesessccsceecec == L. Christy 
Meadv CE caccccs« cocccces a 
Milton (Northumberland) iahcuaiaee FRANK M. REBER 
Mount Carmel (Northumberland)......... W. B. Faust 
Mount Pleasant bo ama geesénda Nevin A. Cort 
New Castle* (Lawrence).................- W. H. FALLS 
Refers to National 1 Bank of ea Count 
Norristown’ (Montgomery). .... °. BASE OWER 
Oil City (Venango). peeeneseesccscsecsecocs Wm. MeNair 
PHILAD Philadelphia) 


E. 

A.J. &bed. BAMB RGER, @6 Chestnut st. General 
practice, commercial law and collections. Refer 
to Commercial National Bank and John Wana- 
maker, Philadelphia, and H. B. Claflin Co., N.Y. 

CARR & FRANCISCUS, Provident Bldg. Collections 
a specialty. Commercial law, real estate, con 
veyancing. Notary in office. References b per- 
mission: Tradesmen's P ational Bank; W. H. 
Grevemeyer & Co., C. M. Bailey's Sons & Co., 
F. A. Hoyt & Co. The Janeway Co. and Carey 
Bros., branches of the Nationa! Wall Paper Co. 

J. R. CASSEL, 329 Drexel Bldg. Corporation, com- 
mercial law and collections. Kefers to P. P. 
Manford, cashier National Bank of Republic. 

JAS. C. SELLERS, Drexel Bidg. Refers to Provident 


Life at Co. 
WAGHER & COOPER, 251 South Fourth st. Refer to 
R. G. Dun & Co. The Mercantile Agency, at 


y office 

PITTSBU! RG* (Allegheny) 

JOSEPH BRIEL, 94 Diamond st. Refers to Anchor 
Savings k. 

JOHN B. CHAPMAN, 170 Fourth ave. Corporation 
and commercial law. Refers to Columbia Na 
tional Bank 

SAMUEL J. GRAHAM, 150 Fourth ave. Commercial, 
is robate law and collections. 

MANUFACTURERS & MERCHANTS’ EXCHANGE, 91 
Fifth ave. J.G. Fouse, Pres't; I. K. Bechtel, 
Sec'y & Treas.; C. P. Ashcom, Mgr. Collec- 
tions and reporting. Refer to Columbia Na 


tional Bank. 
J. K. WALLACE. Refers to Farmers’ Deposit Na- 
tional Bank 
Pottaville* — pecsecscecessa men iy Pilgrim 
Reading* (Berks).. saccceccs A. Zieber 
OO gd Raa “Samad. Rathbun 
Scranton* fot na) 
FRANK T ay —- Commercial law. Refers to 


te Bank. 

PATTERSON. a witeo X. Referto Traders’ National 
— First National Banks. 

+, ok RANCK, 136 Wyoming ave. (See card.) 

SANDO, Dime Bank Bidg. Refers to Dime 
Be it ¢. oo Bank and Scrauton Savings 
ank & Trust Co. 

Cc. Ss. eNOODRUFF. New Republican Bldg. Refers 

to Dime Deposit & Discount Bank and Third 

National Bank. 

* (Northumberland)........HARRY S. KNIGHT 
ers to Cochran, Payne & McCormick, bankers, 
wv illiamsport, Pa. 

Uniontown" (Fayette)... .-.-H. L. Robinson 
-Hinckley & Rice 


Varren).......... 
aa Barnett & Linn 


Warren* (W 
Washington* (Washington), . 
Send to Sunbury 
-. Merrick & Young 


Watsontown Seana 
JAMES C. SELLERS 


Wellsboro* ( Tioga).............. 
Refers to Nat. Bank of Chester County. 


Cute 






West Chester* (Chester) . ” 


kes Barre* (Luzerne).............- JOSEPH MOORE 
Refers to People’s Bank. 

Williamsport* (Lycoming)......... —~ & SPENCER 
Refer to Merchants’ National Ban 

York* ke mcemtbnaecmpeaien M. Wanner 

RHODE ISLAND. 
Wetatel” (Baistel) ccccccccccccceccccesce: aa Norris 
Ne a... [aes —_— 


Pawtucket (Prestaanes). seco L Jenks 
Providence* (Providence). ... . “JOHN ERASTUS LESTER 
Commissioner for New York, Patents. Collections. 






WGN Ca cascadeccciocccwads Charles B. Mason 

Westerly (Washington)............... Albert B. Crafts 

Woonsocket (Providence)......... .... Chas. F. Ballou 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

DI CI iaiaccntivi ce v0 csseceese Henderson Bros. 

Beaufort* (Beaufort). ....W. 1. Verdier 

Camden* (Kershaw) . ....C. L. Winkler 


CHARLESTON*™ (Charlesto: 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 24 Broad st. 

Murphy, Fassaw & Legare, Counsel. Com- 

mercial, corporation, insurance law and collec- 

— References: Any bank, or prominent 

house in the city. 

MORDECAI i & GADSDEN, P.O. Box 156. Refer to 

ony bank city. Council for State Savings 

(See card on this page and on back cover.) 

SMYTHE, n LEE, 7 Broad st. Refer to Exchange 

Banking & & Trust Co. and Bank of Charleston 

National Banking Ass’n, Charleston. (See card.) 

Columbia* (Richland).............. Francis H. Weston 
ety (Greenville 

COM MERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, Record Building. 

Mooney & Earle, Counsel. Commercial, cor- 

poration, insurance law and collections. Ref- 

erences: Any bank, er prominent wholesale 

house in the ow. 





--H. H. Kuhn 


SOUTH DARCTA. 


Diacssddse hsaccsascdssa 
Cham’ ok rr ye C.C Ry 
Deadwood* (Lawrence)..............- 
Flandreau* Une U wasedectdecscabed HARRY D JAMES 
Refers to M Loy 
Hot Springs* ed isn aannaskad LOOMIS S. CULL 
ers to 
Huron* (Beadle) .......... encetces we Xx. L. a 
I Co ncuinssccscccuscdccend 
Mitchell* (Davisan)................... ii E Hitchcock 
Mound City* (Campbell)................ a ———: 
NE” CIE, a ccnsescedieccececedessde March 
Rapid City* (Pennington) ........... Gas, W. BROWN 
Refers to Pennin County Bank. 
SIOUX F e haha) 
= & Be per Refer to _o- and 


alls National Banks. 
U. $ 5G. ¢ CHERRY. Refers to Caice Trost Go. and 
Minnehaha National Bank. 
Tr & —. ae to Dakota National 


Tnion N 
KIRBY I MERCANTILE AGENCY. Law and collections. 
Refer to any bank in the city. 


Watertown* (Coddington)..............- John Nicolson 
Weiens CH sind ingcccisccnsas French & Orvis 
SERNSISS. 





Chattan ilton) 
T. P. CHAMLEE & BRO., 7 and 11 McConnell Block. 
Refer to South Cha ttanooga Savings Rank 


iv 

W. S. SMALL, 49 Keystone Block. Refers to Third 

National Bank 

Clarksville’ (Mon’ pomery) West & Burney 

Columbia’ (Maury)........... rey & P. = 

Jackson” (Madison) dinaientaieas -- WILLIAM G. LYNN 

General practice but special service given com- 

mercial litigations. Refers to First National Bank. 

Knoxville (Knox) 

CORNICK & HENDERSON, Deaderick Bldg. Special 

service given mercantile litigations. 

INGERSOLL & PEYTON. (See card top margin of 
last page, _ 224.) 

— 7 (Shelby 

CRAFT, 33 Madison street. Attorney for 
Union and Planters’ Bank, Oliver-FinnieG rocer 
Co. and Equitable Assurance Society of New 
York. Refers to Mechanics’ National Bank, 
New York; First National Bank, Chicago. 
Commercial business and collections a specialty. 

tary and Commissioner in cffice. 

MYERS 8 & BANKS, 310 Second st. Attorneys for 
State National Bank. Special attention to col- 
lections. Refer to Chemical National Bank 

of New York. 

J. A. WEBB, 19 West Court st. Refers to Southern 

Trust Co and Bank of Commerce. 





Morristown* (Hamblen)................. Nat. B. Jones 
Nashville" (Davidson) 
LEMUEL R. CAMPBELL, Cole Building. Refers to 


American National Bank and Union Bank & 
Trust Co. of this city. 

E. C. PYLE, Vanderbilt Law Bldg. Commercial 
matters receive special attention. Refers to 
Union Bank & Trast Co. & Phiilips-Buttorff 
Manufactoring Co., of Nashviile. 


Pulaski* (Giles)..... ind akdemeet ania Jno. T. Allen 

aw a , rere ry: M. A. Cummings 

averly* (Humphreys)......... iusanen R. T. Shannon 
TEXAS. 

Abilene om - «+ seeeee-e----- Cockrell & Cockrell 

FO EOE RS Howard O'Neal 

Austin* (revia’ éhunesneeswauaneande A. S. WALKER, Jr 


Refers to City National Bank of Austin and Sweet- 
ser, Pembrook & Co. Dry Goods House, New 
York city. 
rown weod* (Brown) 
JENKINS & McCARTNEY. Refer to First Nat. Bank. 
JOHN P.WORK. Collections made in an otTexas. 
Cameron (Milam)...............--- T. S. HENDERSON 
Reters to Milam County Bank of Cameron. 
Cleburne* (Johnson)... ... ------Davis & sWenb 
Coleman* (Coleman). . ae a & Web 





Dallas) 

COMMERCIAL LAW ASSOCIATION, 308- sete 
Bank Building. Field, Brown & Camp, Coun- 
sel. Commercial, corporation, oo law 

—. b Se Re: B.-L bank, or 
od ity. 

MERCHANT "COMMERCIAL AGENCY, 281 Tirain st. 

W. B. Merchant, counsel. ‘Adjust, secure and 
collect paet due claims in a of Texas. 


rT wan American Nati: b 
— an. 3 Bank Building. 


National Exchan 
Nati k of erce. 
Denton* Lhe etonenenseceses + ethene J. 'L. Bottorff 
Elmo (Kaufman)................- Send to Terrell,. Tex. 
El Paso* (E) Paso).............. Davis, Kemp & Beall 
Forney ( Piecndcoccsecdess Send to Terrell, Tex. 


orth* (Tarrant) 
PARKER, GILLESPIE & SMITH, 11544 Main st. 
Commercial law and collections. 
—, MACK. Box 593. Refers to First Nat. 
Albany, Tex. 
Gaineeville' (Cooke) PiGcnatedeouwadauad Davis & Harris 


* (Galveston) 
M. L. MALEVINSKY, en pe Seiing, Prompt 





Orangebure* (Orangeburg)........... P. T. Hildebrand 
Spartanburg* pm ae a secccsegec Nicholls & Jones 


EDGAR WATKINS. SE. Cor. 22 Cor. 22d & Mechanics sts. 
Refers to Weekes, McCarthy & Co., bankers. 
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gvile (COPA aan snar acl HINGTON. CANADA. 
Gatesville* (Coryell).............. «-«---J. E. WALKER WAS 
——-ient D. H. Ross | Colfax* ( ) NEW BRUNSWICK. 
Repavesnicccsnealanae’s ‘ =) 
Hillsboro‘ Hilly, ausudonSisaccaqcons wl & Morrow paves ame yes as naan | a (terk) pains vane nesenoseens 
Houston* ( Mbbendaanes ecoconknes Jas. A. Breeding North Yakima‘ (Fakina).. . Whitson & Parker ge xs reland) 
PE csncndneasences PATRICK & CAMPBELL Oakesdale (Whitman ohn) 
aeele CE aio ee eph Spencer, Jr Refers to First National Bani. NEW FOUNDLAND. 
lie 7 a em) vane : . Johns)........ I sD J. &J, 
San Antonie a Rompe’ (Shen (Jefferson) ’ St. Johns (St. J aes ene Ket 
C. A. KELL Kampmann Building. (See poate Pella (Whnten) béchepecceddeenge cs Birdseye ° 
JAMES ROUTLEDGE,” Commercial aga land inw gi gama ecurbne o wake Annapolis Royals (Annapolis)... m. M. Dea 
specialty. Refers to San Antonio Natl Bank. 413 to 4l6-New York Biock. Halifax* (Halifax). Borden, Ritchie Parker chile 
Sherman (Grayson)...............-.-- WOLFE & HARE Snohomish* (Snohomish)................. John B. Ault | Sydney* (Cape Breton)............ AJ 
Commercial law. Collections a specialty. Attor- Spokane C senthad Sear ena eamumnaneiah os 
neys Bell = City Bank of Sherman. w.8 RJ r oakeou. 13 & 14 Granite Bldg. Commeraal, . me wy Md egg ie T. V. B. Bingay a 
Termeil (Rautm aaa na E. A. WILSON real estate and Vg ye law a nae. — ae ONTARIO. 
Texarkana (Bo rst Nain i Bank. Dan T, Leary | WMA HUNENE, 1920 First National Bank Bldg. | Chatham* (Kent)... ne ii eatin 
— nih) nan) henner WG een & Ss East RDAY 8 a EASTERDAY, Bernice Bldg. Refer we - yy ey -— eae na ' 
“PRENDERGAST ton* (Frontenac)................. ANCIS King 
ANS, Provident Bldg. Prac- city. Kin, 
Pa hes tn all cours ares for Waco State HANSEN J EMENKUS, 31215 * er ae a p emeeeee- ene ener, Cuan & Co, and for the Kings. 
SERS. Practic STIAN GEE, McKILLOP & my 
1 IAN, Merchants’ Bldg. Refer to | London (Middlesex)....MA RPHY 
ROBERT H ROGERS. Practice tall banka Waco seo tacoma ned Scand inavian American Bx (James Mages Q. C.; James B. McKillop, Thom 
ROUGH, Prastions Bld ‘ommer SHAR 
J. e.SCARBOROUGH, and land litigation in State mercial business 8 specialty. (ses card Ot ah = ag oo A. 
and Federal Courts a specialty. Refers to any | Walla Walla* (Walla Walla)........ andford & Gose paveistere, Gs pron) a my 
bank in the city. cman Tononne 
Warahachie* (Ellis).............-.-.-- J. E. caster WEST VIRGINIA. ae BLACKSTOCK, NESBITT, CHADWICK 4 
Weatherfurd* (Parker). ......-...-.--.-- H. L. Mooeley RIDDELL. (W. H. Beatty, Thos. G Gibbs Black. 
sats caeattaeslahbemen ony aaa Mathis & Mathis | Cy srieston* (Kanawka)..COUCH, FLOURNOY & PRICE Soke Geo. Tate Bekok On ee : 
UTAH. Attorneys fee Kenowhe } National ant Bow se tale! Nesbitt, W. R. Rit dell, Er ¢ 
Lo PN, icatneecbndcncenwsiemmnnen A. Reavill | Charlestown* (Jefferson) ............. C. W. Loach Siemon Perey Galt, Wm. H. Brouse, Devil 
Onuden* (Wober}............-.---... EVANS. a ROGERS Clarksburg~ (Hasrigee)...cccccscccescoce AB B. Flenin Fasken, A. Monro Grier, H. Arms R 
First National Bank Building. (See card.) Fairmont —— Herat eeneeeeees ina e ROBINSOK McKay.) Solicitors for Bank of Torcnta, 
Fi "pttecnoye for Swasey & iiartin, bankers. | "Refers to Merchants & Mschanles’ Savin of beaks got Fc. Des © On Oley BR 
ers. 
GenLabe GasLabee n, Huntington* (Cabell) .-..-.....-VINSON & T MPSON axa tabi A CASSELS, (Baw, Blake Qc: 8.2 rate 
BOOTH, LEE & GRAY, ame 62 to 65 — Ses Fen ty — - ation Seen Site Blak 0,4 Q.0..2. 4; Tash. QC i i an 
tigation es ; . H.* (Jackson) .............-. ter Cassela 
ont Samesial Wigstion Bank er Re- | Martinsburg* (Berkeley).......... Faulkner & Walxer F. Biake, McGregor Young, Blake, 
pg a Nat, and Walker Br tice, Utah ParHUTCHINSON, HUTCHINSON & CAMDEN. Chiet ea oe for 6 anadian Bask @ = 
t er Bros 8 “ ! 
JONES ‘i SCHROEDER, Katrance — - Com- Counsel bg be sry for Baltimore & Ohio CROMBIE, WORRELL LL & GWYNNE. 18 King st., West jes 
i yj t or Railroad Co. treal 
—_ | ee (Mason) .-----.-;-.---J. $. SPENCER LAIDLAW,  KAPPELE fee Tesperisl beak fae noes 
LOOFBOUROW & KAHN, Suite 70, 71, 72, 73, Com- Refers to Mere an 7 @. Pasenrt fc. Solicitors for Imperial of Canada — 
mercial Block. Corporation and mining law; | Ravenswood ( pee sceee a Windsor 7; a Reneeal Patterson, 1 ggat urpby ae 
commercial litigation and collections. Attor- Refers to Ban vens ° H.C. Hervey PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND. 
— for Bank of Salt Lake. References in all | Wellsburg* arya péusacnesetacscasesns .C. Contanteer Gettin nntead FRED W.L. Ad 
cities upon application. Wheeling { (Ohio) Chapline st. C ial litiga- Pastioninn Gilentien to caiieetiens im of aoa J 
NYE. ‘& ARMSTRONG. 102-103 Spee! Bios. yp cde = 1421 p 8 be ee Snes, iheteee tp tiaeenad Teale 
0 ; ; Provi 
Saggy ha National Bank of Republic. FERDINAND J. WiKGERTER. Collections a special- | Summerside (Prince). . aaah ee John H. Bab = 
FRANK PIERCE, Rooms 306-307 McCornick Bidg. ty. Refers to People’s Bank. Qu 4 
Attorney y for McCornick & Co., bankers. sin = ontreal) 1 sen tk sinide an " 
RICHARD B. 5 SHEPARD. 87 S S Commercial — WISCON ° . slits ATWATER & MACK 3 . ons 
fers to Utah Nation ank an ae a en 
Supreme Court of Utal. asites maeeed ( «A; E, Dizon BURROUGHS & BURROUGHS, Rooms 612, 63 a 
y AYU poerotl_se Prac Baraboo* (Sauk)......... 2 ccceseesoceccos - BR. e 
in for those mang manny 60 tae. oes Baraboo" (Sauk) SELLER EIR S. W. Menzie McGIBBON & DAVIDSON (Robt. D. McGibbon Ls; Ad 
all courts of record State and Federal. Chippewa Falls* (Chippewa).......Jenkins & Jenkins Peers Davidson), New Yor 4. & 
en aden | Badger, Com cE James | | Garo. Manufacturer’ Lif wuranssCne 
Barre (Washington).......-..----.. Edward W. Bisbee Eau Claire* (Eau Claire)..... _V. W. James siiell ao. Lenetactar ay a 
Bellows Fails ( Windham).........--..-.-.. L. M. Read | Fond du Lac* (Fond du Lac)----...-------. H. F. Rose | Qu Caron, Stuart 
joie indham) ewcccccccae Haskins & Stoddard Janesville* (Rock) BRITISH COLUMBIA. toRPo 
Chittenden)... ....-... KE. Henry Powel} FETHERS, JEFFRIS, FIFIELD & MATHESON. At-| Nanaimo (Nanaimo).......---0-o0+2.- EM. Yearwood 
entaa Montolier- Washington re — torneys for First National and Merchants & | Now Weetminster= (Westminster). Eckstein if Gone ater 
¥ sot annngR ety Mechanics’ Savings Banks. Vancouver Vamoonver «025-0 0------- x 
Ratiand *(Rutland).-........-...---- Geo. A. Brigham | Kewaunee“ (Kewaunee) ...........+--- John Wattawa | y, (Wisteria) ...... Drake. Jackson . | a 4S 
ee  —..--..-- geen | So (Las Crosse)...--0.-0--. Losey & Woodward aecaall MANITOBA. ta 
3 Johnebury (Caledo H )awareeereeee H. A. Farnham Marineti! oii oo F. Simpson | Brandon*  Granien) were Patna. see Boo 
ewe VIRGINIA oe. | ae yy Windiay GibtA "snes corecs--ans--e M- 
VIRGINIA. Sennci G. Bent JAMES DOUGLAS, 313 & 514 Pabst Bldg. Refers to Pee ee racDouaid, Tapper, Phippen & Tupper 
Alexandria* (Alexandria).............. mel G. _ a, = = = = = — — —*:si«*dS (ewes 
Charlottesville” (Albemarie).----+---- mw od ciMcAMANR, Metropolitan Block. | Refers to NORTH WEST TERRITORIES. & 
Clifton heny)------------- os Ward Sav. Bank and Pabst Brew 
Danville (rie ( aptentta oe cccosece WITHERS & WITHER ERNEST 8. MOE 164 & 105 New Insurance fase: pec 
Refer to Border Grange Bank, Planters’ National RUBLEE A, COLE, Mercantile collections and Gee. 
leriekaburg (Spotinylvania) --.-Marre & oneal praces a ne SOUOK 6 HATO E N Cc LAND. 
eater ekataees Winnebago).....---.-++-. BOUCK 
— wipe — “ROLL . pre forthe National, German-American Bank | LONDON AMiddlevex).. @HAPOLEON ARGLES & CO. = 
* (Rockbridge) . _— ee and Sou —. Exchange Banks. 3&8 Dee al Gracechure h at. B.C -puotieitors of th preme D 
Lynchburg (Campbell)... “2/1, EMORY HUGHES | Portage* (Columbia)............ cccenz--- B&B : 4 
wencdtiorey Ch rade Bank Wm. I. Clopton | Racine” (acing)... JOHN W. OWEN | = 
Berger name { Worries Gs kind |g Mat gaia SSstcpee| PATENT LITIGATION. [i= 
* (Norfolk tm en ae Mtehes | npn eroanrowenecboeaan nena 
“COMMERCIAL LAM ASSOCIATION, 8 Aain sre. Wanpara” (Wana ec fivingP.Lord | [J 77LLIAM PIRTLE HEROD, (u— 
a wen hg Gennes law and collections. Wausau” (Mara ) Siiverthorn-iiurley Ryan éJones Attorney at Law. eS 
bank, or prominent whole- | West Superior os 
Refe ~ mye the nity. ves lita J. .. "ARNOLD, Ddtetore to oo Sint of Commerce and Counsel in Patent Litigation. i 
M t. ons throughou 0 rs 
ws eaten ae Bef les Hotere to Nor: | REED K REED, Wisconsin Building. Collections Fletchers’ Bank Bldg, INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 
folk National and City oe ae Nveine a specialty. M1 
Petersburg (Dinwiddle)............ vis 
bake uth oma 8 REPS RT RS samc agent E: WYOMING. tuns | W#2T2’S REFERENCE BOOK — 
iAMES Lyons, 111 Ee ee Oe Buia, Sye- i RAILROAD SECURITIES. = 
Refers to Nation rs meee eeeetonsts it. éo ple. 
MONTAGUE & DAWSON, 1002 E. mst. Mercan- Buffalo* ——) stteewenee soon B. Bradle Gives on sis of Railroad Reports with enifert 
—— eer ap Ae nde col —_ ~My = ee ee iparrsene<pbaneisseeiens ow MANN -s fea with te yam to wi 7 
en. er ’ ee ethod each road 
Ss Ss. P  PATTESON Refers to the State Bank of pecial bey ~ Ease to yucnnoenrs Ls » | i 0 Reve - “ talization. 
ee gina ca cee. E. H. Fourt the most useful and reliable book pu for bank: 
eens: eae? JOEL H. CUTCHIN | Lander‘ (Fremont) --5g%, Hi, Fourt | the most useful s 
Commercial law and collections » specialty. Refers  pammce e ees” o7--~- Griggs Bros nie ss ua 
Tas yo — D snecncpieanedenss A. C. BRAXTON | Rawlins* (Carbon)..............-.- Craig e —— ‘wan idheiiebeis eat 
Refers to National Valley Bank, Staunton. Rock potas” Gee a Lstsbomaientainid oe Tonalin 
Suffolk* (Nansemond)............. anaes R. H. Rawles | Sheridan* (Sheridan)..............-.- Lome “ . @.0. 411.) NEW YORE 
Winchester* (Frederick)............. John J. Williams ' Sundance* oy ps Hrtssubtnncsudiend aaied CHURCH STREET Box 
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— _ 
ALABAMA. KENTUCKY 
USH & BROWN, DETROIT arsine MICHIGAN 
rr Attorneys at Law, ATTORNEY AT LAP, - ROBSON, 
McRae gems 2 and 3 Steiner Bros. Bank Building, | ¥™*™ Massomat Rome at aT Cor. = and Main Sts., 1108. Counalor at Law, a 
7 BIRMINGHAM, ALA. Co M ws —— Corporate = eee Litigation. canoes ‘ot Ke- 
Ba as enon Comme Crprtion an | , nn MERRIER BBE Ton a cobain 
jurance w oroug he 50) in partment, under the prnne: — Detroit National B 
DeBlois protice im all the Courte of Birmin Ala. and the managemen of M Mr. J. Ricuarp Warrs, handling Co., Standart Bros., Ailan Samuel L, 
bisholm Supreme Court of the State. Refer business at ons pore Go. Garman P Blade Printing & Paper Co., T.J. Brown; 
re 
ECHEY a_i Collections through: | ance uni;  Constiiuent semper of ihe Aseocsated Late Cinctinatt—V: 4. Graft @ 0! Cnicage—&B. Tetmon. 
. a ____— falco Parnitare 4 . Ce  , anemaae of the Lyon, Cosad @ | J, Buwer SULLIVAN. WILLIAM L. Mason, 
& Sony — and 
CALIFORNIA, —— =| SULLIVAN & MASON 
sa D ANCONA : ge Attorneys at Law 
- - : ’ 
& ROSS {1 D. ° , OSEPH N. WOLFSON 410 and 411 Fammond Buildin 
? g, DETROIT, MICH 
$ KING Attorney at Law, Attorney at Law and Notary Public, Reference :—State Savings Bank. 
Kings. wsMontgomery St., SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. | Corporation, Insurance py an Law andCollections TLLIS s EA DE 
worn PROMPT ATTENTION TO COLLECTIONS | 126 Carondelet Street, NEW ORLEANS, LA. W: - M ? 
Thomas AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. | References: Union Nat. Bank, Metropolitan Nat. Bank and Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Mckay 2: — Brown, Craig & Co.. San Francisco ; | ee a MMeportiag Con ieaten, Mase Glue | CRANAGE BLOCK, - BAY CITY, - MICH. 
rt and F-test) D' Ancona, Chicago; Wm. M. Ramsey, Cin- | ¥iljott Law Co., Fred. Victor & Achelis, Freedman Bros, | A general law business transacted. Prompt attention to 
Yttawa, _ | and Bacon & Cu., New York City ; shriver, Bartlett & Co. commercial collections, especially for wholesale houses 
— —————. } and A.J. « L J; ‘Bamberger, Philadelphia, Pa W.H. H. selling in North Michigan. Good references. 
VICK ry +4 ) f } ‘ 1a ph ~~ ly a oe c me baltimore ae ; Ne 
‘a ‘ oO ollectiv o., Snow, z ¢ Cu and Mack, Stad- 
Black. kD W RDWA RD A. HOLMAN, | omic  Cinewnati, Ohio; Fiteld & t itield, Minneapolis, JENNER E. MORSE 
W allace Attorney & Counselor at Law | Minn.: Moran, Kraus @ Mayer, Cratty Bros. and Jarvis & ~ ’ 
= ¢ y ’ Cleveland, Chicago, ill. Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
mg, R OAKLAND, CAL. -—«dSASSACHUSETTS.  _ 1 and 2 Heavenrich Block, 
5 2 oc rate? hes rrs, SAGINAW, East Side, MICHIGAN, 
reantile | ESTABLISHED 1878. A well equipped, systematized collection office. 











References :- First National Bank and California Loan & 





>; 8H pe Company. ~ 
=— ALBERT S. LONGLEY, Attorney at Law, 


Law Building, Les Angeles, Cal. | 


and Corporation Law; Estates of non residents | 
: Investments and eeneral law business. } 


if 





boy West, :—First National sank of Los Angeles and | 

fuional Bank of California; Second and Fourth National | 
al Bank faks, Cincinnati, Ohio | 
Canada — 





; 


__ COLORADO, _ 
COLORADO SPRINGS, COLO. 
JAMES E. McINTYRE, 
Attorney at Law, 


ion, Mercantile and [ealty Law. Uasqaeties 
facilities for Collections and Depositions. 


Refers to First National and E! Paso 9 Banks. 


Hi 


= 
E 























Refer to Sneiresb cles cencen alan d eas aie aA Tet de = 
a3 el FLORIDA. 
nc; MANDREW J. ROSE, 
— Attorney at Law, 
k Stuart PENSACOLA, - - FLORIDA. 
' WIPORATION, COMMERCIAL, ADMIRALTY LAW. 
, Gaynor Ieerences :—First National Bank 
. Hallett 2 Hon. Chas. Swayne, U.S. District Jadge. 
elmcken 7 The Bradstreet Co. 
Weight ILLI NOIS,. 
he... MARK C. FARR, 
‘ Attorney aud Counselor, 
.~- tite 610, 36 Lasalle St., CHICAGO, ILL. 
i ipcial attention given to settlements and adjustments 
without court litigation. 
$400. te References given when required. 
Supreme 
D, W. SHOUDY, : 


Attorney at Law, 
Soary in Office. ROCKFORD, ILL. 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
Refers to People’s Bank. 


— 
—_ 


INDIANA, 


HEROD & HEROD, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 


4,15,16 and 17 Fletcher Bank Building, 
INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 








IOWA. 


Gmmercial Lavo. Collections. 
W. L. CRISSMAN, 
Lawyer, 


\4DAR RAPIDS, 
Depositions 




















10WA. 
by Notary in Office. 


prencee : Cedar Rapids National Bank ; Security 
Bank; Bohemian- American Savings Bank, any 


























RICHARD C. BAYLDONE, 
Attorney for 


COLLECTIONS awa SETTLEMENTS 


31 MILK STREET, 
(Room 4.) BOsTON, MASS. 
Agency Reference: 
A. Macy, Esq., Supt. BRADSTREET 
Bank heference : 
Manutacturers’ National Bank, Boston. 


SPRA GUE & WASHBURN, 


Attorneys at Law, 
105 Summer St., BOSTON, MASS. 
Counsel of the 
INTERSTATE LAW CO. 


(Incorporated under Massachusetts Laws.) 
Mercantile Collections and Litigation in State and 


, Boston. 


rts. 
Bank references on application. 


THE MERCANTILE 


LAW COMPANY, 


Incorporated under Laws of Massachusetts. 
56 Bedford Street, BOSTON, MASS. 


MERCANTILE C COLLECTIONS & COMMERC! AL LAW. 
ton Representative of th 
pe. lowe and Collection Offices. 
BEVERLY K. MOORE, Pres’t and Manager. 
Kendall, Moore & Burbank, Genera! Counsel. 


W. F. & W. S. SLOCUM, 


Attorneys and Counselors at Law, 
257 Washington St., Herald Building, 


BOSTON, MASS. 
WILLiaM F. SLOCUM. “WINFIELD S SLoc 
Notary Public, 
CORPORATION AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
COLLECTIONS AND DEPOSITIONS 
Refer to Hide & Leather Nationa! Bank. 


HENRY a Kine 
Notary Pubiic. 


RICE, KING & RICE, 


At 3 and Counselors at Law, 
Nos. 6,7 and 8 Post Office Block, Worcester, Mass. 
PRACTICE IN ALL STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 
Especial attention given to Corporation, Probate and 
Commercial Law. Patent Law Litigation a specialty. 
A Collection Department in the Office well organized. 
Sten phers and pewriters in office give attention 
to the taking of depositions. 
Refer te any Bank or Business House in Worcester. 











W. W. Rics. Cuas. M. Ricz 





Attorney and Agent for Foreign Corporations. 
Refers to People’s Savings Bank. 








MINNESOTA. 


FIFIELD & FIFIELD, 
Lawyers, 


611 LumBER EXCHANGE, MINNEAPOLIS, MINN. 
5-6-7 Nat. GERMAN-AMER. Bank BLp@G, ST. PavL, MIN®. 
Walter V. Fitield ; ry c Fifield, Notary Public; G. W. 
Fifield ; ichardson D. Grassett, 


eld ; wei HC 
Notary Public: 8. A. "Breding. 
MERCANTILE LAW anpCOLLECTIONS A os se gga 


Depositions aken accurately with di 
When requested by letter or wire, will Tony any Soe pe to 
collect, adjust or secure cla 


Refer to phen hy National Bank, Minneapolis, National 
German-American Bank. St. Ly - and the leading Jobbing 
Houses of Minneapoiis and St. Paul. 


C. T. CRANDALL, 
Attorney, 


400-401 First National Bank Bldg, ULUTH, MINN, 
Mercantile, Corporation and Mining Law. 
Remittances for collections made promptly. 

Refers to Security Bank of Duluth; Clyde Iron Works, 


Duluth. 
TLENR Y LARDNER, 
Attorney for Security Bank of Duluth, 


COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LAW. 
‘211 Terrey Bidg, DULUTH, MINN, 


Minnesota Items for Collection sent to 
J. F. HILSCHER, 


412-4138 New York Life Building, ST. PAUL, MINN. 


WILL RECEIVE PROMPT ATTENTION. 
Commercial law and collections. Real Estate law and 
foreclosures. Interest of non-residents cared for. 
Attorney for oR Mortgage Bank of 


ithuizen, Holland. 
Refers to Merchante Nationai Bank. St. Paul, Minn. 




















CHAS. & A. Y. SCOTT, 


Attorneys at Law, 
ROSEDALE, Bolivar Co. MISSISSIPPI. 
Refer to Bank of a of which Chas. Scott is 


resident ; German Bank, Memphis, Tenn.; Hanover 
ational ‘Bank, New York City. 


MISSOURI, 

















MICHIGAN. 
Send your Michigan Collections to 
THE CREDIT & COLLECTION CO. 


Suite 28, Bahl Building, 
DETROIT, MICHIGAN. 





METCALF B. HATCH, General Attorney. 





or any wholesale merchant. Anywhere on 








References :—Dime Savings Rank and John L. Harper & 
Co., Bankers, Detroit. 





GERRIT H. TEN BROEK 


Attorney and Counselor. 
COMMERCIAL LAW and MERCANTILE COLLECTIONS 
St. Louis References (unsolicited and bay reed 
State Bank ; Samuel Cupples Woodenware 
New York References :—Collins, mane rs Co. ; Free 
man & Green. 
304 North Sth Street, 


(Turner Building.) Rooms 61, 62, €3, 64, 6 











ST. LOUIS, MO. 



















a aw t4 ‘eenearation and ( 
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MISSOURI. 


OHIO, 


—!}2 





Gro. H. SaNDERS. 


SANDERS & CUNNINGHAM, 


Attorneys, 
709-710 Union Trust Bldg, ST. LOUIS, MO. 


Corporation and Commercial Laws Specialties. 


References :—Hon. Henry C. Caldwell, Nat. Bank of Re- 
ubiic, Rice, Stix & Co., Samuel C. Davis & Co., Werth- 
mer Swartz ShoeCo., H. T. Simon Gregory & to., all of 
St. Louis, Mo. ; C. M. Henderson & Co. and Reid, Murdock 
& vLo,, of Chicago, Il. 








MONTANA. 


LARGENT & HUNTOON, 


Attorneys at Law, 
Great Falls, MONTANA. 
Refer to 
Security Bank of Great Falls. 
NEBRASKA. 


HM. UTTLEY, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
O’NEILL, NEBRASKA, 
Commercial and Corporation Law a Specialty. 
Depositions taken as Notary or under Commission. 
General and Legal Business promptly attended to. 
Seventeen years’ active practice in the courts. 




















NEW JERSEY. 
FrREDERICK PARKER, 


Counselor at Law, 
Supreme Court Commissioner ard Specia. 
Master in Chancery. 

FREEHOLD, NEW JERSEY. 
Collections promptly made. Special attention given to 
examination of titles to real estate. 

Refers to The Central National Bank of Freehold, N.J. 











NEW YORK 
CARTER, HUGHES & DWIGH7, 
Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 


Suite 150-160, 
96 Breadway 
and 
6 Wall Street, 
NEW YORK CITY. 


Refer to Chemicai National Bank. 


BENJ. M. FOWLER, 


Attorney & Counselor at Law, 
56 Market St., POUGHKEEPSIE, N. Y. 


References :—Fallkill Nat’! Bank and City Nat’l Bank. 
Local Attorsey for American Surety Co. 


NOTARY PUBLIC. 


[ TNITED MERCANTILE 
(INCORPORATED.) 4 SSOCIA TION. 
310 D. S. Mergan Bldg, BUFFALu, N. Y¥. 
PUBLISHERS OF CREDIT GUIDE FOR ERIE 
AND NIAGARA COUNTIES. 

Detailed mercantile reports furnished promptly. 
Collections made by an unrivalled system in all parts of the 
United States and Canada. 

Sprague, Moot, Sprague & Brownell, Attorneys. 
Reference: The City Bonk, Buffalo, N.Y. 


Law and Collection Offices of 
WILSON & WELLS, 
8S Larned Building, SYRACUSE, N.Y. 
General Practice in all Courts. Collections a specialty. 


Refer to Third Nationai Bank ; Commercial Bank ; 
Greenway Brewing Co.; D. McCarthy & Sons. 


OHIO. 


FrRANK P. KIBLER, 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
Rooms 12 and 13 Dannemiller Block, 
CANTON, OHIO, 


Prompt personal attention given to commercia law and 
collections. Depositions ae Notary Public and Steno- 
SrReferences :—The Farmers’ Bank ; Hon. G. E. Baldwin 





WALTER S. CARTER. 
CHuaRLEs E. HUGHES. 
Epwakp F. DwiearT. 
ARTHUR C. RouNDs. 
MaBgsHALL B. CLARKE. 




















@. 8. CUNNINGHAM. 


THE NATIONAL 


D. JAS. DAVIS, General Manager. 
St. Paul Building, CINCINNATI, OHIO, 


Over 1,000 subscribers. Correspondents Everywhere. 
No collection, wel charge. 


Does business everywhere. Special contracts at reduced 
rates. Moneys collected by attorneys guaranteed. 


|. £. BEEGHLY, 
ATTORNEY AT LAW, 


16 and 17 Davis Block, DAYTON, OHIO. 
COLLECTIONS AND COMMERCIAL LITIGATION. 


References :—1 hird and Winters National Banks. 








ELYRIA 
LORAIN ¢ OHIO. 


[RVING H. GRISWOLD, 


Attorney at Law, 


ELYRIA, ° : 
NOTARY PUBLIC. 


: ° OHIO. 
Special attention to collections 


Refers to First National Bank of Elyria. 


CUMMINGS & McBRIDE, 


Attorneys at Law, 
MANSFIELD, - - - - - OHIO. 
Commercial and Corporation Law a Specialty. 
Reference : Any Bank In Mansfield, Ohto. 


J. CALVIN EWING, 


Attorney at Law, 
YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COLLECTIONS. 
Foreign Corporations represente | in Ohio. 
covered and settled. Depositions taken. Mercantile reports 
made. Insurance, insolvency and Probate Cases solicited. 
Business entrusted to me wilireceive prompt and careful 
attention at reasonable c:.arges. 
Reference :—Any bank in the city. 








re- 








OREGON. 


JOHN T. WHALLEY, 
Attorney at Law—Notary Public, 


415 Chamber of Commerce, 
PORTLAND, OREGON, 


_ COLLECTIONS, FoRECLOsURES, TITLES, Etc., Etc. 
in Multnomah, Clackamas, Columbia, Washington and 
Yamhill Counties, Oregon, and in Clarke County, State 
of Washington. References furnished. 














PENNSYLVANIA. 
J. M. C. RANCK’S 
Law and Collection Office, 
136 Wyoming Avenue, Seranton, Pa. 


Residence, 418 Vine Street, 
Collections a Specialty throughout Pennsylvania. 
Reliable Correspondents tn every County. 


Refers by permission to H. B. Claflin & Co., Church, Worth 
and W. B’y, N.Y.; E.8. Jaffrey & Co., S30 and 352 Broadway, 
N.Y.; Jo . Ellison & Sons, 24 8. Sixth St., Phila., Pa. ; 
J.A. Linen, Cashier First Nat’| Bank, Scranton, Pa. ; Paxton 
Comfort Co., 529 Arch St., Phila, Pa.; Morris & Lewis, 940 
peenet iy Phila., Pa.; Schwartz & Graff, 718 Market St., 

a., Pa. : 











SOUTH CAROLINA. 


M ORDECAI & GADSDEN, 
Attorneys at Law, 
(T. Moultrie Mordecai. Philip H. Gadsden.) 
43, 45 and 47 Broad St., Charleston, 8. C. 
Practice in the State and Federal Courts. 


Special attention given to collections, Real Estate, Cor- 
en Comme: and Insurance Law. Counsel State 

ving Refer to the president or cashier of any 
bank in Charleston, - C.; The National Park Bank, N.Y.; 


United N.Y.; J.H er, 
Postal Telegraph Cable Co., 





The tates Natio 
Esq. 41 Wall Street, N.Y. ; 
N.x.; Armour & Co., Chicago. 








SOUTH CAROLINA, 


SYVTHE & LEE, 


Attorneys & Counselors at Law, 
7 & 9 Broad Street, CHARLESTON, 8. C. 


PRACTICE 1n THE STATE, anD ALL FEDERAL COURTS. 





Refer : To all banks, and to James Adger & Co., Pelzer, 
todgers & Co., Coosaw Co., Charleston, 8. C.; A t 
. Western Union Tel ph Co., Loutsvified 





Refere ; 
Hon. T. T. McCarty, and B. Dannemilier & Sons, Wholesale 
urocers, all of Canton. 


Onze 





selmont & Co. 
‘ashville Railroad Co. ckley & Co., New 
essee 


COLLECTING CO., 

















SOUTH DAKOTA, ; 


* 

BAILEY & VOORHE 
Attorneys and Counselors at Ig 
(METROPOLITAN BLocx,) 
Sioux Falls, - : SOUTH Da 


Local Attorn for R. G. Dun &Co.; Ap 
h Dakots for iliinols Central Raita ae 
3 Minnehaha Nat 

howe a 

the 
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to bank or business 
mare of 6,000 volumes is 
is fully equip 


fi or the transaction rs rade 
Especial attention given to collections, 


——.. 


—— 




















UTAH, 


shi 
ELVANS & ROGERS, 
Attorneys at Law, 
OGDEN, ° . ° UTAR, 
Attorneys for Firat National Bank, Ogd: 
Jarvis- Com plerteage Trust Co., Bear River Cea 
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WASHINGTON, 

W. C. SHARPSTELN. F. 8. Buatrg, 
SHARPSTEIN & BLATTNE , 

Fidelity Building, TACOMA, WAS&, 


COMMERCIAL BUSINESS A SPECIALTY, 


References in nearly every city in the Unt 
furnished on spplication. het Camm 





BD. 





References :—Fidelty Trust Co. ; {fic Natt 
London & San Francisco Bank, Tacoma, Wee 








WEST VIRGINIA, 


Joun A. HUTCHINSON. JNO. F. HUTOmDysos. 
H. P. CAMDEN. ‘ 


utchinson, Hutchinson 


Parkersburg, W. Va. & Camden, 


Corporation and Commercial Law, 
Special attention to Collections throughout West Virgins 
LAND TITLES INVESTIGATED. 
Chief Counse\ Wess Virgin‘, % & O. KR. R.Co., 


Ft ¢ National Bank Citizens’ Nat’ 
rae iret Nation: 4 ens’ Nat’ 
References : { Somaer J.N. Camden. ae 





LA 








CANADA, 


A. J. G. MACECHEN, 


Barrister and Attorney at Law, 


Commissioner Supreme Court of Newfoundlant 
2 4 - Nova Scotia, 
Quebec, 





Rt 

Nota: 

Public, 
ete. 





“ “ “ 


Office: South Charlotte Street, 
Sydney, Cape Breton, Nova Scotia, CANADA, 
COMMERCIAL LAW AND COMMERCIAL 
CURRESPUNDENCE A SPECIALTY. 






































PROMPT ATTENTION TO EVERY KIND oF LeGal Busiyess. T. 
References :—The People’s Bank of Halifax and The Bank 
of Nova + cotia, North Sydney ; Judge Dodd, Sydney ; Judge 
Henry and Chief Justice Mac Donald, Halifax ; Hon. Senator pi 
MacDonald, Glace Bay; Hon. Senator Miller, Arichat; All 
in the Province of Nova Scotia. 
R UFUS C. HARTRANFT, 
EXPERT IN HANDWRITING I 
And Detector of Forgery. 
Determines the authenticity of Signatures on Wills, Notes, 
Contracts and Miscellaneous Documents. y, 
LEGAL AND BANK REFERENCES. 
No. 727 Sansom St., PHILADELPHIA; PA. d 
Tt 1 
SUMMER LAW SCHOOLS. 
Washington & Lee University, Lexington, Virginia. 
LECTURES WILL COMMENCE MONDAY, JULY |, ; 





18%, AND WILL CONTINUE FOR EIGHT 
WEEKS—Ninety-six Lectures. 


The Professors of the Law School at Washington and Lee 
University have established a Summer Course in order to 
furnish practical instruction upon some of the more im- 
t and difficulc branches of the law, for the benefit 
primarily of young men who, for want of time or means, 
may be unable to attend a fall course in a Law School. 
Lectures will also prove helpful to those who invend t 
enter the Law School here in the Fall, with the hope 
completing the regular course in one pom And it ie 
lieved that the Summer School will be of great value to 
young practitioners who have been compelled to enter : 
their professional career with what they may feel to be 
adequate preparation. 


For circular with full information address either of the 


instructors. 
JOHN RANDOLPH TUCKER, LL. D., 
. Prof. of Equity, Commercial Law, ete, 


CHARLES A. GRAVES, ™. A., B. L., 


















Dunham, Bu 
York City.; Standard oh Co., Louisvilie, Ky. ; Tenn 
oal, Iron & Kallroad Co., Nashville, Tennessee. 


Prof. of Common and Statute Law. 





